Socha, Julianne

From: ashley.ward@epa.ohio.gov

Sent: Friday, February 24, 2017 9:48 AM

To: Socha, Julianne

Subject: Ohio CAFO records

Attachments: RE: Follow-up Complaint re: jjiilij Land Company; RE: Follow-up Complaint re: il

Land Company

Good morning and happy Friday!

| didn’t forget about you! I’'m attaching the records that we sent to EEEHiEEEREE- |f these records don’t get you
everything you need, let me know and we can talk about sending you more or having you come in for a file review.

Thanks,

Ashley Ward

NPDES Supervisor
Division of Surface Water
(614) 644-4852
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Attachment file name: RE: Follow-up Complaint re:- Land Company
Socha, Julianne

From: richard.bouder@epa.ohio.gov

Sent: Wednesday, December 07, 2016 9:57 AM

To:

Subject: RE: Follow-up Complaint re: il Land Company
Attachments: 1 pdf

Hi

My apologies on the delay in getting back to you, attached are documents | was provided by the Division of Surface
Water here in Central Office in response to your 10/17 records request. Due to the size of the files | will send the
remaining file in a second email.

Please don’t hesitate to contact me should you need any additional information.

Thank you!
Rich

From: Bouder, Richard
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2016 9:13 AM

Qg xempton 6 JExemption6 |
Subject: RE: Follow-up Complaint re: jjjiilliLand Company

No problem jiillili! Yes, | did receive your request from 10/17 and am waiting for a reply from the Division of Surface
Water. I'll contact you as soon as | receive a response back.

Thanks!
Rich

el copiono  Jocerpions |
Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2016 11:25 PM

To: Bouder, Richard <richard.bouder@epa.ohio.gov>
Subject: RE: Follow-up Complaint re: jjjiiiliLand Company

Hi Richard,

Thanks so much for your reply. | do have another public records request pending from October 17", Please let me
know if it wasn’t forwarded to you.

| appreciate all your help!

From: richard.bouder@epa.ohio.gov [mailto:richard.bouder@epa.ohio.gov]
Sent: Monday, October 31, 2016 11:43 AM

To: darla.peelle@epa.ohio.gov;

Cc: Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov; web.requests@epa.ohio.gov

Subject: RE: Follow-up Complaint re: jjiiiilijLand Company




Good morning il

| checked with the Division of Surface Water and we do not have any records in response to your request below for up-
to-date soil sample/manure analyses documents.

Please let me know if you need any additional information.
Thank you,

Richard Bouder

Public Records Manager

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
Office of the Director

Lazarus Government Center

P.O. Box 1049

Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049

(614) 644-2782
richard.bouder@epa.ohio.gov

From: Peelle, Darla

Sent: Friday, October 28, 2016 9:50 AM

To: N

Cc: Wilson, Rick <Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov>; EPA Web Requests <web.requests@epa.ohio.gov>; Tebbe, Patricia
<patricia.tebbe@epa.ohio.gov>; Bouder, Richard <richard.bouder@epa.ohio.gov>

Subject: RE: Follow-up Complaint re: [jjijiiiiljLand Company

Importance: High

Good morning, -

Thank you for letting us know about | I cxrerience. | tried to reach him this morning, but my call
went to voicemail, so | left a message that included an apology and my contact information. I'm sorry i}
I fe't his concerns were dismissed. | don’t know who he may have spoken with, but to the best of my
knowledge it wasn’t the Public Interest Center where | work, and Pat Tebbe also let me know that she didn’t
receive a call from him.

| have forwarded | complaint to Rick Wilson in the Division of Surface Water in Ohio EPA’s
Central Office, here in Columbus. As you know, most CAFO issues are regulated by the Ohio Department of
Agriculture, but Rick is still Ohio EPA’s contact for those concerns under our authority.

Please keep in mind that | am always available as Ohio EPA’s point of contact for northwest Ohio and I'm
happy to provide assistance at any time. I'll be sure to let |l know this when he returns my call. If |
can provide further assistance, please don’t hesitate to contact me directly.

Best regards,
Darta

Darla L. Peelle

Ohio EPA | Public Involvement Coordinator
Northwest and Southwest District Offices
Phone: (614) 644-2160

Fax: (614) 644-3727
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Attachment file name: RE: Follow-up Complaint re:- Land Company

www.epa.ohio.gov

ﬂ hi
Ohio Environmental

Protection Agency

From: T S
Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2016 8:44 PM

To: EPA Web Requests <web.requests@epa.ohio.gov>
Cc: Tebbe, Patricia <patricia.tebbe @epa.ohio.gov>; '‘Batey, Benjamin' <BBatey@co.wood.oh.us>
Subject: Follow-up Complaint re: jjjiilj Land Company

To Whom It May Concern:

| just received a call from BENEEIEEE. ECSIEEIEE. \Veston, OH - EEIEIETEI- He said he tried

to submit a complaint and/or a request an investigation yesterday into what he believed to be unlawful land
applications of manure by the jjiilij Land Company in Wood County. [jjiiili said they were applying manure
sludge quite heavily last Wednesday the day before that area received over 1” of rain on Thursday. [l said
he spoke with Ohio EPA employees, but did not receive a definitive answer and felt like his concerns were
dismissed.

e Would someone please investigate il complaint? You can reach him at the phone number above if
there is no record of his call.

Please see the attached 2012 Ohio EPA Inspection Report for the [SESHEEEREE Dairy — now the jjjjiilj Land
Company. This Report specifically states on page 3 that no manure was supposed to be applied unless up-to-
date soil samples and manure analyses are obtained. | regularly submit requests for the il Dairy/Dairy
Acquisition 1/ SESHEEEE Dairy/illlll Land Company public records, however, | don’t believe | have ever
received copies of up-to-date soil samples or manure analyses. | also have a copy of a December 2015 Director’s
Final Findings and Orders that “noted the lack of a Manure Management Plan (“MMP”) for the Facility, as
required by the NPDES permit.”

e Would someone please investigate |F jjiilij has submitted up-to-date soil and samples or manure
analyses. If so, would you please send me copies under Ohio’s Public Records Laws?

e Would someone also investigate how this NPDES-permitted CAFO can operate without a valid Manure
Management Plan as required by the NPDES permit?

| appreciate your assistance with my concerns.
Respectfully,

Cygnet, OH 43413
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attachment file name:
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Wilson, Rick _

A R =
From: Exemption 6 Jexemptions ]
Sent: Friday, August 19, 2016 11:43 AM
To: Wilson, Rick
Subject: RE: EESHEIERE Dairy inspection

Sounds good

On Aug 19, 2016 8:17 AM, "Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov" <Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov> wrote:

We can accommodate the August 31, 2016 inspection date you proposed.

The purpose of the site-visit/inspection is described below in this e-mail thread below. I will be joined by Mr. Dan
Bruner, Inspector with the Ohio Department of Agriculture-Division of Livestock Environmental Permitting. (ODA-

DLEP).

We plan to arrive Wednesday August 31, 2016 at 10:00 a.m. +/-, and plan to meet with you for approximately 1 to 1.5
hours.

Re Biosecurity:

This will be the only livestock facility 1 visit during the week of Aug. 29. Further, both Dan Bruner and I will
wear disposable rubber boots upon arrival. Please advise us of any additional biosecurity protocols that are

in place.

Please confirm this date and time. Thank you.

~rick

Rick Wilson, Environmental Specialist

OChio EFPA | Division of Surface Water



Surface Water Improvement and Nonpoint Source-§319 program
P.O. Box 1049, Columbus, OH 43216-1049

Ph: 614-644-2032

Fax: 614-644-2745

rick.wilson@epa.ohio.gov

& Ohio Environmental
Protection Agency

From: SEHRIERERY [mailto

Sent: Friday, August 19, 2016 9:04 AM

To: Wilson, Rick <Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov>
Ce: SRR D-y <SR

Subject: RE: SRR Dairy inspection

Rick

Sorry about the delay getting back to you, I just got back from our family camping trip and had trouble booking with
Delta.

I’'m flying out on the 27" would be available on the 31%, if that doesn’t work, I understand.

Anyways.......

Manager is (ETRNENNEY SR
I
_ Weston Ohio 43569

Thanks



- Company LLC

Klamath Falls Oregon

79603

Sent: Tuesday, August 09, 2016 11:51 AM

To:
Cc: Daniel.Bruner@agri.ohio.gov; Kevin.Elder@A

Subject: EEHEIEREE Dairy inspection

We talked today about the* Dairy facility in Ohio, and that I need to follow up with an inspection, to
determine the current status of the facility’s operation and manure management, compliance with now expired

NPDES, and determine next steps in permitting at this facility (either No Permit required, or permit needs renewed).

You indicated you plan to visit this facility in the coming week/weeks. Ifthat is still the case, and you want to be
present when I visit, please let me know at your earliest convenience what days you will be available

I also need to the name and contact information for the current facility manager. Please responds with that
information.

I am tasked by Ohio EPA-Division of Surface Water management to visit this dairy as soon as possible and not later
than Friday, August 26. I was hoping to get out to the facility no later than next Wednesday (August 17, 2016).



I have also cc’d the Ohio Department of Agriculture-Division of Livestock Environmental Permitting (Dan Bruner-
Inspector, and Kevin Elder, Chief) with this message, and also Ohio EPA’s Surface Water Permits program manager

Erin Sherer.

You mentioned there are currently approximately jjjjiJj cows being milked at the SNSEIEEEIE facility and some # of
replacement heifers. You also indicated you would probably like to expand the herd there (and wonder how that
process would need to go). I tried to explain to you the nuances of the State program for Confined Animal Feeding
Facilities (CAFF’s) and Ohio EPA’s Federally enforceable permitting program for Concentrated Animal Feeding

Operations (CAFOs), but it might be easier in person.

11!11!'The now-expired NPDES permit for SNSRI Dairy is located here!!!:

http://epa.ohio.gov/portals/35/cafo/2IK00023 BD.pdf

You should review this document.

More general CAFO information is found here.

http://www.epa.state.oh.us/dsw/cafo/index.aspx

As mentioned to you by phone, unless the permit is removed from our books (through an NPR action), the conditions
remain effective. One key element of the permit (linked above) that is relevant to the purpose of our requested
meeting/inspection is Item N on page 20:

N. In the event that this facility is closed for production purposes or is no longer a CAFO, this permit
shall remain effective until the permittee demonstrates to the satisfaction of the Director that there is no
remaining potential for a discharge of manure that was generated while the operation was a CAFO,
other than agricultural storm water from land application areas. All manure shall be properly disposed
of, and in the case of facility closure, the manure storage or treatment facilities shall be properly closed.

Please let me know as soon as possible the name and contact info of the facility manager at (SNBSS and whether
you will be available in the very short term to join me at the facility.

Thank you

~rick



Rick Wilson, Environmental Specialist
Ohio EPA-Division of Surface Water
50 W. Town St.

Columbus, OH

614-644-2032



For Fadiaty Name Date Received (yy/mm/dd)
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Application for Transfer of Ohio NPDES Permit
Division of Surface Water
Permits and Compliance Section

A. Existing Permit Holder Information (Transferor)
1. Facility Permit Number: @ | K ¢ 0 J 23+

2. ApplicatonNumber: © H _ __ __ __ __ __ __

3. Pemnittee Name:

-~ .
4. Facility Name: Far i/,"i"éj

5. Mailing Address After Transfer:

fldm s« ih Emﬁ l{)(}/ﬁfgﬂ q/é()}

B. Proposed Permit Holder information {Transferee)

1. Pemmittee Name (New): - ;{ &'ﬂ&j (:ﬁ/?’?.:;{)é{ﬂz“f Zfi-*z.'i {i

(23]
.
<)
a.
Z
Z
Y
5
®
2
®
xS
1
O
D
BN
N
O\
g
P
R
i~
r'\
[

; —
fil Hivig o P4 Hr,
g

5. Facility Mailing Address (if different):

6. Individual authorized to sign applications and Transfer Agreement pursuant to OAC 3745-33-03 (D) [principal
executive office, vice president or higher for a corporation; a general partner of a partnership; the proprietor of a
proprietorship, principal executive officer; ranking elected official or duly-authorized employee of a public entity}:

(Authorized tnlio’ua?‘)

TPA 4234 (11112) Page 10f 3

Click to ctear all entered information (en ail 3 pages of this form) _C_LEAR



7. Authorization: Pursuant to 40 CFR Part 122.22 (b), the individual or position, identified in this space is duly
authorized by the individual in ftem 7 to sign all reports required by permit and other information which may be
required by the Director:

s S Opin e
(Name/Titie/Positio

8. Operator ot Faciiity:

Name: ..- l
Address;- . —.=1
Klamakh — Falls,  cregen q7003

9. Contact person for facility information or inspections:

nption 6
verc: I . Mg 8
erone: (I WO

10. Describe any material modifications to production or facilities, subsequent to the transfer, which may alter the
volume or characteristics of this discharge. (Attach additional pages as necessary)

f }/@f? &

EPA 4234 (11112) Page 2 of 3
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Ohio EPA CAFO NPDES Permit Manure Management Plan Signature Page

The Manure Management Plan submitted for review and approval by Ohio EPA shalt be signed in accordance with the
following as required in 40 CFR 122.22:

(1) For a corporation. By a responsible corporate officer. For the purpose of this section, a responsible corporate officer
means: (i) A president, secretary, treasurer, or vice-president of the corporation in charge of a principal business function,
or any other person who performs similar policy- or decision-making functions for the corporation, or (ii) the manager of
one or more manufacturing, production, or operating facilities, provided, the manager is authorized to make management
decisions which govern the operation of the regulated facility including having the explicit or implicit duty of making major
capital investment recommendations, and initiating and directing other comprehensive measures to assure long term
environmental compliance with environmental laws and regulations; the manager can ensure that the necessary systems
are established or actions taken to gather complete and accurate information for permit application requirements; and
where authority to sign documents has been assigned or delegated to the manager in accordance with corporate
procedures.

Note: EPA does not require specific assignments or delegations of authority to responsible corporate officers identified
in Sec. 122.22(a)(1)(i). The Agency will presume that these responsible corporate officers have the requisite authority to
sign permit applications unless the corporation has notified the Director to the contrary. Corporate procedures governing
authority to sign permit applications may provide for assignment or delegation to applicable corporate positions under
Sec. 122.22(a)(1)(ii) rather than to specific individuals.

(2) For a partnership or sole proprietorship. By a general partner or the proprietor, respectively; or

(3) For a municipality, State, Federal, or other public agency. By either a principal executive officer or ranking elected
official. For purposes of this section, a principal executive officer of a Federal agency includes: (i) The chief executive
officer of the agency, or (ii) a senior executive officer having responsibility for the overall operations of a principal
geographic unit of the agency (e.g., Regional Administrators of EPA).

All reports required by permits, and other information requested by the Director shaif be signed by a person described
in paragraph (a) of this section, or by a duly authorized representative of that person.
A person is a duly authorized representative only if:

{1) The authorization is made in writing by a person described in paragraph (a) of this section;

(2) The authorization specifies either an individual or a position having responsibility for the overait operation of the
regulated facility or activity such as the position of plant manager, operator of a well or a well field, superintendent,
position of equivalent responsibility, or an individual or position having overall responsibility for environmental matters for
the company, (A duly authorized representative may thus be either a named individual or any individual occupying a
named position.) and,

(3) The written authorization is submitted to the Director.

Changes to authorization. If an authorization under paragraph (b) of this section is no longer accurate because a
different individual or position has responsibility for the overall operation of the facility, a new authorization satisfying the
requirements of paragraph (b) of this section must be submitted to the Director prior to or together with any reports,
information, or applications to be signed by an authorized representative.

Certification. Any person signing a document under paragraph (a) or (b) of this section shall make the following
certification:
“I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in
accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information
submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible
for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and
complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine
and imprisonment for knowing violations.”

Signature Date



Ohio EPA CAFO NPDES Water Quality Monitoring

This form may be applicable for CAFOs covered under an individual permit that includes water quality
monitoring of storm water from the production area. A grab sample shall be collected from the
location specified in the permit during the months of May and November during the first 30 minutes of
a rainfall event that causes a discharge from the sampling outfall. If coflection of the grab sample
during the first 30 minutes is inappropriate due to dangerous weather conditions, collect the sample
as soon as possible after suitable conditions occur, and document the reason for delay.

Date of Sample: May / November

Time of Sample Collection:

Location of Sample:

Initials/Name of Sample Collector:

Was Sample Collected Within First 30 Minutes of Rainfall? Yes No

if No, Reason for Delay:

Was Sample Analyzed for BODS, Total Suspended Solids, Ammonia, TKN, and Total Phosphorus?
Yes No

Are Laboratory Resuits Attached? Yes No

(Note the results should indicate the date the analyses were performed, the time the analyses were
initiated, the initials or name of the individuals who performed the analyses, and the references for the
analytical techniques or methods used. The laboratory should analyze the samples according to the
test procedures approved under 40 CFR Part 136.)

Comments:

The precipitation at the facility should be recorded for two days prior to the sample collection and the
day of the collection.

Total Precipitation Two Days Before Sample Collection: inches

Total Precipitation One Day Before Sample Collection: inches

Total Precipitation Day of Sample Collection: inches



Ohio EPA CAFO NPDES Permit Storm Water Pond Outfall Monitoring

Notice — This form should only be included in the manure management plan for facilities with storm
water ponds that contain a discharge to surface waters that receive runoff from the production area.
These ponds should only be receiving storm water associated with industrial activity and not manure,
silage leachate, process wastewater, or any other wastewater. Storm water ponds receiving plate
cooling water or other non-contact cooling water should be permitted and monitored under specific
requirements in the NPDES permit that pertain to the non-contact cooling water discharge.



Ohio EPA CAFO NPDES Permit Storm Water Pond Outfall Monitoring

Where applicable, a storm water pond located at the CAFO production area that has a discharging
outlet to waters of the State shall be monitored through biannual water quality sample collection. A
grab sample shall be collected from the outlet pipe during the months of March and November during
the first 30 minutes of a rainfall event that causes the pond to discharge. If collection of the grab
sample during the first 30 minutes is inappropriate due to dangerous weather conditions, collect the
sample as soon as possible after suitable conditions occur, and document the reason for delay.

Date of Sample: March / November

Time of Sample Collection:

Location of Sample:

Initials/Name of Sample Collector:

Was Sample Collected Within First 30 Minutes of Rainfall? Yes No

if No, Reason for Delay:

Was Sample Analyzed for BODS, Ammonia, TKN, and Total Phosphorus? Yes No

Are Laboratory Results Attached? Yes No

(Note the results should indicate the date the analyses were performed, the time the analyses were
initiated, the initials or name of the individuals who performed the analyses, and the references for the
analytical techniques or methods used. The faboratory should analyze the samples according to the
test procedures approved under 40 CFR Part 136.)

Comments:




Ohio EPA CAFO NPDES Permit Production Area Discharge Monitoring

in the event that a spill, discharge, or overflow of manure occurs at any time from the production area to waters
of the State, a water quality sample of the discharge shall be collected, Ohio EPA must be notified, and a
follow up incident report must be submitted to Ohio EPA.

Water Quality Sampling

Within the first 30 minutes of the first knowledge of a discharge to waters of the State, a grab sample must be
collected where the spill is entering the surface water (e.g., tile outiet discharge, concentrated flow surface flow
into surface water, etc.). If sampling of the discharge within the first 30 minutes is inappropriate due to
dangerous weather conditions, collect the sample as soon as suitable conditions occur and document the
reason for delay.

Date of Sample:

Time of Sample Collection:

Initials/Name of Sample Collector:

Was Sample Collected Within First 30 Minutes of Discovery? Yes No

If No, Reason for Delay:

Was Sample Analyzed for BOD5, Ammonia, and Total Phosphorus? Yes No

Are Laboratory Results Attached? Yes No

(Note the results should indicate the date the analyses were performed, the time the analyses were initiated,
the initials or name of the individuals who performed the analyses, and the references for the analytical
techniques or methods used. The laboratory should analyze the samples according to the test procedures
approved under 40 CFR Part 136.)

Ohio EPA Notification
Ohio EPA should be notified as soon as possible but no iater than the first 24 hours of first knowledge of a

discharge to waters of the State by calling the Spill Hotline at 1-800-282-9378.

Was Ohio EPA Spill Hotline Contacted? Yes No

Incident Report
Within 14 days of the discharge occurrence, a report must be submitted to Ohio EPA, Central Office, Division

of Surface Water, P.O. Box 1049, Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049 that contains, at a minimum, the following
information:
a Copy of Water Quality Sample Results
Description of Reason For Discharge
Location of Incident
Estimate of Quantity and Duration of Discharge
Quantity and Duration of Precipitation Prior to Incident
Measures Taken to Remediate the Discharge
0 Measures Taken to Prevent Reoccurrence
If the water quality sample results are not available at the time the report is submitted, they shall be submitted
within 5 days of receipt from the laboratory.

00O

Was a Complete Report Submitted to Ohio EPA? Yes No
Copy of Report Attached? Yes No

Date of Report Submittal:




Ohio EPA CAFO NPDES Permit Manure Application on Frozen/Snow Covered Ground Records

The following records shall be maintained in addition to regular records for all instances of surface application
of manure on frozen/snow covered ground. Other locations for manure disposal should be investigated prior to
the land application. Stockpiling of solid manure shall be utilized rather than spreading on the field. Only
limited quantities of manure shall be applied to address manure storage limitations until non-frozen or non-
snow covered soils are available for manure application.

Date o'f“Appiication

Location of Application

Amount of Manure Applied
(Gallons/Tons)

Number of Acres

Weather Conditions ~ 24 Hours Prior Temperature Precipitation Chance of
Precipitation (%)

Weather Conditions — Day Of Application | Temperature Precipitation Chance of
Precipitation (%)

Weather Conditions — 24 hours After Temperature Precipitation Chance of
Precipitation (%)

Soil Conditions

Depth of Snow Cover

Frozen? Estimated Depth of Frozen Layer

Surface Residue Cover (Type and
Percentage)

Field Slope

Available Water Capacity

Setbacks Maintained? (200 feet from
surface waters & conduits to surface
waters)

Reason for Applying Manure

Concentrated field surface drainage and tile outlets shall be visually monitored at the conclusion of the manure
application, and periodically afterwards when weather is likely to produce manure runoff including when

temperatures rise, snow melts, and in conjunction with rainfall, etc., until the manure has been assimilated into
the field and is no longer likely to discharge into waters of the State.

Date of Field Inspection

Weather Conditions

Signs of Discharge




Ohio EPA CAFO NPDES Permit Monitoring and Inspection Requirements

Action

Frequency

Record Keeping Requirements

Collection of water quality samples from
discharges from the production area.
Samples should be analyzed for BOD5,
ammonia, and total phosphorus.

Each time they
occur.

Date, exact place, and time of sampling or measurements; b)
the initials or name(s) of the individual(s) who performed the
sampling or measurements; c) the date(s) analyses were
performed; d) the time(s) analyses were initiated; e) the initials
or name(s} of the individual(s) who performed the analyses; f)
references and written procedures, when available, for the
analytical techniques or methods used; and g) the results of
such analyses, including the bench sheets, instrument
readouts, computer disks or tapes, etc., used to determine
these results. Please note that most of these records are
included on the sample result sheets from the laboratory.

For new CAFOs (and existing CAFOs on and
after April 1, 2007), collection of water quality
samples from discharges from land
application areas where manure was applied
on frozen and/or snow covered ground.
Samples should be analyzed for ammonia.

Each time they
occur.

Same records for production area discharge sampies listed
above.

Recording of all discharges from production
and land application areas in the operating
records.

Each time they
occur.

Cause, volume, and duration of the discharge and any
corrective actions needed and the dates those actions were
taken. Also maintain a copy of the report submitted to Ohio
EPA.

Collection of water quatity discharges from
storm water ponds. Samples should be
analyzed for BOD5, ammonia, TKN, and total
phosphorus.

Twice per year in
March and
November.

Same records for production area discharge samples listed
above.

Collection of representative manure sampies
for all manure storage or treatment
structures. Samples should be analyzed for
total nitrogen, ammonium nitrogen, organic
nitrogen, phosphorus, potassium, and
percent total solids.

Once per year.

Same records for production area discharge samples listed
above.

Collection of soil samples of the manure
application fields. Samples should be
analyzed for pH, phosphorus, potassium,
caicium, magnesium and cation exchange
capacity.

Every three years.

Collection site and depth of sample. Same records for
production area discharge samples listed above.

Monitor operating level of all manure storage
or treatment facilities.

Once per week.

Date and time of observation, manure level in each structure.

Inspect manure storage or treatment
facilities, including devices channeling
contaminated storm water to the manure
storage or treatment facility for evidence of
erosion, Jeakage, animal damage, overfiow,
or discharge.

Once per week.

Date and time of inspection, structural integrity, vegetation
condition, and any corrective actions needed and the dates
those actions were taken.

Inspect storm water diversion devices or
runoff diversion structures.

Once per week.

Date and time of inspection, observations of flow quantity and
color, structural integrity (e.g., signs of cracks, sparse or
stressed vegetation, erosion, etc.), any corrective actions
needed and the dates those actions were taken.

Inspect drinking and cooling water lines that
are located above ground, readily visible or
accessible for daily inspections.

Daily.

Date and time of inspection, number of leaks, any corrective
actions needed and the dates those actions were taken.

Monitor forecast at the CAFO location.

Every land
application event.

Date, weather conditions (including percentage chance of
precipitation) 24 hours prior to application, at the time of
application, and 24 hours after application.

Inspect land application fields.

In accordance with
manure
management plan.

Date and signs of discharge or runoff into surface waters
and/or conduits to surface waters of the State.

Inspect land application equipment.

In accordance with
manure
management plan.

List of equipment, date of inspections, corrective actions,
calibration dates.

Any deficiencies found as a result of these inspections must be corrected as soon as possible. Deficiencies not corrected within 30
days must be accompanied by an explanation of the factors preventing immediate correction.




Ohio EPA CAFO NPDES Permit Manure L.and Application Restrictions

onduits e s

“Manure shéll not be applzed closer than 100 feet unless a 35—foot vegetated buffer has been establlshed
where manure application is prohibited. A mandatory 35-foot vegetated buffer must be established along fields
Wlth‘ »erenmal streams reardiess of setback reqwrement

Landi appflcatson shall not take place within the emergency management zone of a'pubhc water system using
surface water Otherwxse manure shall not be applied closer than 300 feet from the edge of the fteid

Manure shall not be applled cioser thanh1 00 feet, unless/a 35~foot'vegetated buffer has been estabhshed
where manure ap lacatlon is prohibited.

Land applecatlon shall not take place wﬂhln a hlghly susceptlble drinking water sour protectlon area (as
defined by Ohio EPA) for a community public water system using ground water and not within the inner

For injection appl%éa;tlon and surface apf)l;cataon followed by incorporation within 24 hours, manure shall

not be applied closer then 100 feet.
For surface application not followed by incorporation within 24 hours, manure shall not be applied closer than

300 feet.

For injection application and surface application foliowed by inébrporation within 24 hours, manure shall

not be applied closer then 100 feet.
For surface application not followed by incorporation within 24 hours, manure shall not be applied closer than

For fields with a slope less than 15%, surface application can be used when yearly average soil loss is less
than five tons per acre or “T”, whichever is less.

Manure shall not be applied to cropland over 15% slope or to pasture/hayland over 20% slope unless one of
the following precautions are taken:

Immediate incorporation or injection with operations done on the contour, unless the field has 80% ground
cover (residue or canopy);
b. Applications are timed during periods of lower runoff and/or rainfall (May 20 to October 15);
c. Split applications are made (separated by rainfall events) with single applications not exceeding 5,000
gallons per acre for liquid manure or 10 wet tons per acre for solid manure;

d. The field is established and managed in contour strips with alternated strips in grass or lequme.

Streams, Lakes, Ponds, Watercourses, Waterways, Open Tile Line intake Structures, or Other Conduits to
Surface Waters, minimum 300 feet setback. (Stockpiling within waterways or concentrated flow areas is
prohibited.)

Public and Private Wells/Springs, minimum 300 feet setback.

Flooding/flood plains/floodways, prohibited.

Public Drinking Water Surface intakes, minimum 1,500 feet setback.

Class V Agricultural Drainage Wells and Sinkholes, minimum 300 feet setback.

Siope, 0-6% only.




Ohio EPA CAFO NPDES Permit Manure Land Application Restrictions

Prior to land applying manure, the land application area shall be inspected to determine the suitability of the site for and application
(considerations shall include tile location and depth, soil type, evidence of soit cracking, available water capacity of the soil, crop
maturity, prior precipitation, forecasted precipitation, etc.) and field conditions shall be documented at the time of the inspection.
Broken tiles or blow out holes shall be repaired prior to Jand application.

For fields with soil cracks greater than six inches deep, the soil must be tilled before the land application of liquid manure or the
application must be delayed until the cracks are sealed. However, liquid manure applications may be made on tiled fiefds with growing
crops if the application rate is less than or equal to a quarter of an inch or 6,700 gallons per acre and tile plugs are used or tile stops
closed prior to application.

For fields that are prone to flooding, floodplains, or floodways, manure must be injected or incorporated within 24 hours of application.
No manure application shall occur during the periods of expected flooding.

L.and application of manure shall not cause ponding or runoff. For liquid manure applications, the application shalt not exceed the
available water capacity in the upper eight inches of the soil in the application field.

Land application shall not occur on saturated soils or during rain or runoff events, and shafl not occur if the forecast contains a
greater than 50% chance of precipitation for any individuat hour, for a period extending 24 hours after the commencement of land

application.

If solid manure is applied on conventionally tilled bare soil, the manure shail be incorporated into the soil within two days after
application on the land. This requirement does not apply to no-till fields, or fields where crops are actively growing.

Manure application shail not take place on fields where soil loss exceeds “T"

For land application sites with subsurface tile drainage, all field outlets shall be visually monitored before, during and after application
of manure to the site and the results of that monitoring shall be recorded. Methods/devices to stop or capture subsurface drain flow
shall be accessible. If manure reaches the subsurface drain outlet to waters of the State, the application of manure shall cease and the
flow stopped or captured.

For land application of liquid manure to sites with subsurface tile drainage, the following criteria must be followed:

a. Application rates shall be less than or equal to half an inch or 13,000 galions per acre per application event.

b. A tool shail be used that can disrupt and/or close ihe preferential flow paths in the soil using horizontal fracturing, or the surface of
the soil shall be tilled three to five inches deep to a seedbed condition to soak up the liquid manure and keep it out of preferential flow
channels.

c. If injection is used, manure shall only be injected deep enough to cover manure with soif. The soil shall be tilled at least three inches
below the depth of injection prior to application.

d. For fields with growing crops or continuous no tilt fields where tiliage is not an option, all tile outlets from the application area are to
be plugged/tile stops closed prior to application.

Manure shall be managed in such a manner to prevent land application on frozen or snow covered ground. Failure to take
appropriate action to avoid land application on frozen and/or snow covered ground is a violation of the Ohio NPDES permit and subject
to enforcement.

If practical, manure should be injected and/or incorporated within 24 hours to minimize surface manure runoff. Where manure is not
injected or incorporated within 24 hours, the foliowing frozen and/or snow covered ground restrictions are mandatory. Other locations
for manure disposal should be investigated prior to the land application. Stockpiling of solid manure shall be utilized rather than
spreading on the field. Only limited quantities of manure shall be applied to address manure storage limitations untit non-frozen or non-
snow covered soils are available for manure application. Records must be maintained for all instances of application on frozen or snow
covered ground that include: date, amount applied, location, acres applied to, weather and soit conditions inciuding depth of snow
cover, surface residue cover, and reason for applying manure at that time.

In addition to all other land application restrictions in the NPDES permit (restrictions on fields prone to flooding, not causing ponding or
runoff, restrictions on saturated soils, and requirement for tiled fields), the following criteria must also be met for surface manure
application on frozen or snow covered ground per application event per fieid per winter season:

a. The field must have greater than or equal to ninety percent surface residue cover at the time of application, and vegetation/residue
shall not be completely covered by ice and/or snow at the time of application.

b. The maximum manure application rate is 5,000 gallons per acre for liquid manure, 10 wet tones per acre for solid manure with more
than 50% moisture, and 5 wet tons per acre for solid manure with less than 50% moisture. Depending on soil hydrologic group and
surface residue cover, the fiquid manure application rate on frozen soils may need to be lowered to prevent ponding or runoff.

c. Manure shall not be applied on more than twenty contiguous acres. Contiguous areas for application are to be separated by a break
of at least 200 feet. Areas used for application are the be the furthest from surface waters and present the least potential for runoff.

d. Setbacks from surface waters and conduits to surface waters (including grassed waterways and surface drains) must be a minimum
of 200 feet. This setback shall also have at least 90% surface residue cover, and vegetation/residue shall not be completely covered by
ice and/or snow at the time of application. This distance may need to be further increased due to local conditions and other setback
restrictions.

e. For fields with slopes greater than 6%, manure shali be applied in alternating strips 60 to 200 feet wide generally on the contour, or
in the case that the field is managed in contour strips with alternative strips in grass or legume, manure shall only be applied on
alternative strips. Note that the application rate shall be determined for each separate application strip area, not area of entire field.

f. Manure phosphate applications exceeding 250 pounds per acre are prohibited.

Concentrated field surface drainage and tife outlets shall be visually monitored at the conclusion of the manure application, and
periodically afterwards when weather is likely to produce manure runoff including when temperatures rise, snow melts, and in
conjunction with rainfall, etc., until the manure has been assimilated into the field and is no longerlikely to discharge into waters of the

State.




Ohio EPA CAFO NPDES Permit Land Application Area Discharge Monitoring

Non Frozen/Snow Covered Ground

In the event that a spill or discharge manure occurs at any time from a land application area to waters of the
State that is not agricultural storm water, Ohio EPA must be notified and a follow up report must be submitted
to Ohio EPA.

Ohio EPA Notification
Ohio EPA should be notified as soon as possible but no later than the first 24 hours of first knowledge of a

discharge to waters of the State by calling the Spill Hotline at 1-800-282-9378.

Was Ohio EPA Spill Hotline Contacted? Yes No

Incident Report
Within 14 days of the discharge occurrence, a report must be submitted to Ohio EPA, Central Office, Division
of Surface Water, P.O. Box 1049, Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049 that contains, at a minimum, the following

information:

Description of Reason For Discharge

Location of Incident

Estimate of Quantity and Duration of Discharge
Quantity and Duration of Precipitation Prior to Incident
Land Application Records

Measures Taken to Remediate the Discharge
Measures Taken to Prevent Reoccurrence

[y I S A W

Was a Complete Report Submitted to Chio EPA? Yes No

Copy of Report Attached? Yes No

Date of Report Submittal:



Frozen/Snow Covered Ground

in the event that a spill or discharge manure occurs at any time from a land application area to waters of the
State from application to frozen and/or snow covered ground, a water quality sample of the discharge shall be
collected*, Ohio EPA must be notified, and a follow up report must be submitted to Ohio EPA.

Water Quality Sampling

*For existing CAFOs (on and after April 1, 2007} and new CAFOs, within the first 30 minutes of the first
knowledge of a discharge to waters of the State, a grab sample must be collected where the spill is entering
the surface water (e.g., tile outlet discharge, concentrated flow surface flow into surface water, etc.). If
sampling of the discharge within the first 30 minutes is inappropriate due to dangerous weather conditions,
collect the sample as soon as suitable conditions occur and document the reason for delay.

Date of Sample:

Time of Sample Collection:

initials/Name of Sample Collector:

Was Sample Collected Within First 30 Minutes of Discovery? Yes No

If No, Reason for Delay:

Was Sample Analyzed for Ammonia? Yes No

Are Laboratory Results Attached? Yes No

(Note the results should indicate the date the analyses were performed, the time the analyses were initiated,
the initials or name of the individuals who performed the analyses, and the references for the analytical
techniques or methods used. The laboratory should analyze the samples according to the test procedures
approved under 40 CFR Part 136.)

Ohio EPA Notification
Ohio EPA should be notified as soon as possible but no later than the first 2 hours of first knowledge of a
discharge to waters of the State by calling the Spill Hotline at 1-800-282-9378.

Was Ohio EPA Spill Hotline Contacted? Yes No

Incident Report
Within 14 days of the discharge occurrence, a report must be submitted to Ohio EPA, Central Office, Division
of Surface Water, P.O. Box 1049, Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049 that contains, at a minimum, the following
information:
a Copy of Water Quality Sample Results
Description of Reason For Discharge
Location of Incident
Estimate of Quantity and Duration of Discharge
Quantity and Duration of Precipitation Prior to Incident
Measures Taken to Remediate the Discharge
Measures Taken to Prevent Reoccurrence
o Land Application Records
If the water quality sample results are not available at the time the report is submitted, they shall be submitted
within 5 days of receipt from the laboratory.

OcpDodooD

Was a Complete Report Submitted to Ohio EPA? Yes No
Copy of Report Attached? Yes No

Date of Report Submittal:




Ohio EPA CAFO NPDES Permit Incident Report

Within 14 days of a discharge occurrence from either the production or land applications areas, a
report must be submitted to Ohio EPA, Centrai Office, Division of Surface Water, P.O. Box 1049,
Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049 that contains, at a minimum, the following information.

Date

Name of Facility

NPDES Permit Number

Date of Incident

Description of Reason for
Discharge

Location of incident (Include
Latitude and Longitude)

Estimate of Quantity and
Duration of Discharge

Day Before:
Quantity and Duration of
Precipitation Prior to Incident Day Of:

Measures Taken to Remediate
the Discharge

Measures Taken to Prevent the
Reoccurrence

Copy of Water Quality Sample Yes No
Results Attached (If Applicable)

Copy of Land Application Yes No
Records Attached (If Applicable)

Signature

Attach additional pages if necessary.

If the water quality sample results are not available at the time the report is submitted, they shall be
submitted within 5 days of receipt from the laboratory.




Ohio EPA CAFO NPDES Permit Manure Storage Evaluation

Adequate manure storage volume shall be provided and maintained to prevent the necessity of land
applying manure on frozen and/or snow covered ground. No later than September 15" of each year,
an evaluation must be conducted of all manure storage or treatment structures to determine what
steps are needed to avoid the need to land apply manure on frozen or snow covered fields for the
upcoming winter.

Date of Evaluation:

Storage Structure Current Current Storage Amount of Description of Manure
Volume of Storage Volume Manure to Be Disposal/Utilization For
Manure in Volume Required for Removed Manure to be Removed
Structure Remaining Winter (tons/gallons) (tons/galions)

(tons/qgalions) | (tons/gallons) | {tons/gallons)

Comments:

Was this manure removal plan accomplished?
if so, when?

If not, please explain:



EEEREERER DAIRY
NPDES MANURE MANAGEMENT PLAN SUMMARY
03/20/2013
e Size of farm:. Holstein heifers,. ib. ave. size.
¢ Heifers are bedded with sand.

* All manure distributed to farm land managed by others:- acres shown in MMP as example
rotation with local cooperating farmer.

s Manure applied at agronomic rates during the crop rotation over example available acres resuits
in a deficit of phosphate and potash due t0 more crop removal than manure nutrient

applications.

s  Manure is stored in 2 structures:

o 845,898 gallon concrete basin for sand manure and heavy solids storage providing 103
days of total manure storage.

o 9,074,658 gallon earthen storage pond for liquid manure, providing 1,108 days of total

manure storage.

o Combined manure storage is 1,211 days for annual manure and net precipitation on
structures (2,818,137 gallons manure + 170,906 gallons net precipitation for a total of

2,989,043 gallons).

¢ Mortality is taken to a separate dairy facility for composting. /

¢ ODA operating records are utilized at the - Dairy farm,

Manure Management Plan inciudes:
1. MMP worksheets for nutrient budget (8).
2. Manure analyses (2).
3. Soil test analyses and farm sampling maps.

4. Facility record forms.

) Mocklly ¢ Jaken off s¥e Yo anoiher (.
¢) C’mf Pedadon Lov Q)(m_



Manure Production and Characteristics

FACILITY ANIMAL INFORMATION

FACILITY: |EHEEE Dairy
DATE: 03/15/13
Projected Days
Animal Facility Annual Annual Annual
Animal Animal Weight: Animal Occupied Dry Tons CF Manure Gallons Manure

Species: Group: fb. Numbers Annually: Generated: Generated: Generated
Dairy Milk Cows 1,400 - 365 0 0 0
Dry Cows 1,400 - 365 0 0 0
Dry Cows 1,400 - 365 0 0 0

Heifers [ ] 365 1,139 292,000 2,184,452
Butls 1,600 - 365 0 0 0

1,139 292,000 2,184,452

MidWest Plan Service, lowa State University.Ames, |A.

Nutrient Balance Evaluator 03-19-13 SEIEIEIE

Reference: Calcujations based on Appendix to ruies 901:10-2-04 & 901:10-2-10, MWPS-18 (1) Manure Characteristics.

Copyright © February §, 2002
Menke Consulting, Inc.

This document is protected under
US copyright laws and
permission is granted only for
specific purposes stated.



ESIEEERE Dairy Manure Storage Info
Annual Rainfall (Wood Co., Ohio):

Annual Surface Evaporation (Wood Co., Ohio)

Dimensions of Ponds:

Concrete Basin sand manure
Manure Storage Pond

Total surface area

Net annual precip. volume

Manure Volume

gallons per day heifer manure

Days of operation annuaily

Tons of sand bedding used monthly

Sand bedding density

Volume of sand added to manure annually
Total annual manure volume

Storage Capacity

Annual manure + net precipitation

Total storage capacity provided

Storage capacity provided, concrete ®asin only
Storage capacity provided, pond 2 only

325

29.9

width, ft.
118
180

o

4o

1wt

n

Hoaon

inches

inches

tength, ft.
140
494

105,440

22,845
170,906

5,985
365

360

102
633,685
2,818,137

2,989,043
1,211

103
1,108

C714
source: NRCS efotg

source: NRCS efoig

surface area volume, c¢.f. Annual
@ berm @ MOL volume, gallons
16,520.0 113,073 845,898
88,920.0 1,213,027 9,074,658
total = 9,920,556
sq.ft.
cu.ft,
gallons
gallons/day
days
tons
lo/cu ft.
galions/year 8,640,000 Ibs sand
gallons/year T 1,740,149 Ilbs manure
10,380,149 |bs sand manure
5,190 tons
gallons
days
days
days



SRR =1y

15-Mar-13

Manure Nutrient Analyses: Holding Pond Analysis

(actual and/or estimated):

Manure pond
values chosen

Lab no. if actuat sample(1):

63047

Date of sample:

10/17/2013

Solids %

Tot. N per 1000 gal

PART C 7.13

Ammonia N per 1000 gal: -

Organic N per 1000 gal

Avail. N per 1000 gal

N avail. % {after land application)

P205 per 1000 gal

K20 per 1000 gal

Manure volume used in plan (galions) 2[

MAXIMUM (N) APPLICATION RATES:

39% Avail. Ammonia-N (5)
T 29% Avail, Organic-N (5)
2,143,145 |
LIQUID MANURE 98.9% moisture basis

For corn

Gallons/acre (as-is)

Avail. Nitrogen/a

Phosphate/a

Potash/a |

Standard rate annual rate chosen {4) =

~ 13,500

Acres required at standard application rate =

158.8

(1) Manure sample from EEEEEERE O -iry (facility)
(2) Total manure volume fincl. precip. o storage structures) less concrete basin manure retained.
(4) Annual rate chosen for planning purposes: not recommendation nor one-time application rate.
(5) Ave. April-November application period, incorp. + non-incorp. manure.

Nutrient Batance Evaluator 03-19-13 -

3/21/2013

N Avail. factars from

Appendix C Table 6

9G1:10-2-14

Copyright © February 5, 2002
Menke Consulting, inc.



EEREIEEE Dairy PART C 7.14
15-Mar-13
Manure Nutrient Analyses: Sand Manure

(actual and/or estimated): Sand manure
values chosen N Avail. Factors
Lab no. if actual sample(1): 63044 Appendix C Table 6
Date of sample: 10/17/2012 901:10-2-14
Solids%| . 13.1%
Tot. N per ton - 6.2 =i )
Ammonia N per ton| 0.4uem. o § sac . .30%. Avail. Ammonia-N (5)
Organic N per ton 5.8 oo 29% Avail. Organic-N (5)
Avail, N per ton 1.81
N avail. % (after land application) 29.2%
P205perton| . .33 ..
K20 perton| - sid
Solid manure wgt. used in plan (tons)2| 5,190 |
MAXIMUM (N} APPLICATION RATES: SOLID MANURE | 86.9% moisture basis
For corn Tons/acre (as-is) Avail. Nitrogen/a] Phosphate/a
Standard rate annual rate chosen (4} =[ I 1 X1 )¢
Acres required at standard application rate = 173.0 |

(1} Manure sample from SEEIERERO ity (facility)
{2) Assume concrete basin will be cleaned ouf annually as a high-solids slurry material, fop liquid pumped fo large pond.
{4) Annual rate chosen for planning purposes: not recommendation nor one-time application rate.
{56) Ave. April-November application period, incorp. + non-incorp. manure utilizing
N Avail, factors from Appendix C Table 6 901:10-2-14

Nutrient Balance Evaluator 03-19-13 [N Copyright © February §, 2002
3/21/2013 Menke Consulting, Inc.



Crop Rotation And Nutrient Removal

NUTRIENT BALANCE EVALUATOR

ver. 012203
FACILHTY: Dairy PART C 6.1
DATE: 3/15/2013
ROTATION PLANNER
AVAILABLE CROPS
CORN SLG WHEAT STRAW SOYBEANS CORN GRAIN ALFALFA
ESTIMATED YIELD = 18.0 66 66 e 50 - [T T8 e 6
yield unit = tons/a bu/a bu/a bu/a bu/a tons/a
YRS. IN ROTATION (0 if not in rotation) = 1 1 1 1 N E R
ACRES/YEAR (0 if not in rotation) = 100 © 128
ACRES/YEAR PRECEDED BY LEGUME = o
NITROGEN CREDIT PRIOR LEGUME (1) = 30
NITROGEN RECOMMENDATION/ACRE (2) = 197
NET NITROGEN RECOMMENDATION/ACRE (3) = 167
NITRCGEN REMOVED/UNITIYEAR (4) = 9
P205 REMOVAL/UNIT/YEAR (4) = 3.1 J R .
K20 REMOVALIUNIT/YEAR (4=} 9 036 0.91 1.4 0.27 60
Total rotationyears = 5]
Total acres in rotation =[ 764.6 |

Total N utilized annually 166,417 |ibsiyear

Total legume N removed annually 03,400 |ibs/year

Total P205 removed annually = 40,207 [lbs/year

Total K20 removed annually = 94,277 (lbs/year

Total P205 removed per rotation = 201,035 |lbs P205
Total K20 removed per rotation = 471,383 [ibs K20
ave. removal = 52.6 |ihs/alyear P205

ave. removal =

123.3

Note (1): Base upon Appendix C Table 4 for rule 901:10-2-14, Restdual Nitrogen credits

N credits: Soybeans 30
Grass sod/pastures 40
Annual leguime cover crop 30

Established forage legume 40 + 20 x (plants/i%)

to maximum of 140Ib. of N
Corn and most other crops 0

Note {2): Based upon Appendix C Tables 2 & 3 of rule 901:10-2-14

Corn' N (ib/acre) = -27 + (1.36 x yield potential) - N credit

Note (3)" INCL.UDES Nitrogen credit for prior leguine,

Nole (4): From Appendix C Table 1 of rule 901:10-2-14

Nutrient Batance Evaluator 03-19-13 [EEER

Ibs/alyear K20

Copyright ® February 5, 2002

Menke Consulting, inc.

This document is protected under

US copyright laws and

perimission is granted only for
specific purposes stated.



CROP ROTATION & NUTRIENT BALANCE:

Summary Nutrient Budget

Standard max.application rate chosen (1):

Total manure distributed off of managed farm tand (distribution to others):

Crop Rotation:

yield, tons or bushels/acre

Sand manure concrete basin prior rate, tons/acreiyear}

Sand manure concrete basin manure acres covered/year

Storage pond manure rate prior to crop, gallons/acre/ year

Storage pond manure acres covered/year

totat manure P205 applled per year:

ave. manure P205 Ibs/a (total crop)lyear:

total manure K20 applied in rotation:

manure K20 Ibs/a (total crop)/year:

P205 Ibs/acre removed/iyear:

annualfotal lbs. P205 removed:

K20 Ibs/acre removed/year:

annual total ths. K20 removed:

Part C 6.2
DATE: 5/2013
Manure Pond
liquid Concrete Basin
manure Sand Manure
galions 30
Total manure to applylyr. (2):. galions
Totat manure apphiediyr:j allons
no.of years in rota(ion:'_ .1 1 : 1 1 1 4
acres of crop/year 85 128 100 100 332 120
18.0 165 66 50 6.0
30.0 30.0 ; sim
85 - 381 . ™
- 13,500 13,500.0
i -38.8 - 120
8,415 10,281 - - 4,860
99 81 3 = 41
7,650 15,401 - 23,166
90 121 - - 193
56 61 42 6 40 80
4743 7,790 4,224 | 594 | 13,280 1 9,576
162 45 24 § 60 | 701 360
13,770 5,685 2,376 § 6,006 { 23,240 1 43,200
Annual +/- P205¢ (4,224) (5943} {13,280) (4,716)1
Annual +/- K20 (2,376)1 {23,240

Total Rotation years =

PER ROTATION BASIS:

Lbs. P205 Applied:

117,782

Lbs K20 Applied:

231,085

Lbs. P205 Removed:

(207,035)

(4)

Lbs. K20 Removed:

(a71,363)

(4)

Net P205/acre after full rotation =

(109)

(5

Net K20/acre after full rotation =

(Z78)

(6)

Nutrient Balance Evatuator 03-19-13 SIS

NOTES: 1 For planning purposes oniy. ref. C 7.13 and C 7.14

2 Assumption Is that total nutrients are contained within both manure storage structures, and
will be distiibuted during rotation period over cropland egqually (solid and fiquid manure).

4 reference C 6.1

§ Depending on initial soll test fevels,
additional phosphate may have to be added during the full rotation.

6 Depending on Initial soff test levels,
additlonel potash may have to be added during the full rotation.

Copyright © February 5, 2002
Menke Consulting, Inc.

This document is protected under
US copyright laws and
permission is geanted only for
specific purposes stated.



ECHEIERE] Dairy, LLC Soil Test Evaituation - C 6.3

P-SO!L TEST EVALUATION NQTES: {1) §Based upon NRCS Conservafion Practice Standard Code 633, Tabfe 3.
(2) JFarmed acreage where P soil test levels =<150 ppm.

FACILITY: _ Dairy (3) JAcreage where current soil tests are available only {<3 yr.)

DATE: 3/15/12013 (4) |All fields rated high due fo likely presence of systematic tile,

Mehlich Hi
CRITICAL UPPER SOIL TEST LEVEL, ppm-P = 150
INTERMEDIATE SOIL TEST LEVEL, ppm-P = 100
CRITICAL LOWER SOIL TEST LEVEL, ppm-P = 40 | ASSUMES ONLY MANURE P ADDED
Ave. rotational ibs. P/acre/yr. removal = 23 Predicied Soil Test Levels (1) |
Rotation length, years = 5 Full Rotational
Total usable rotation acres (2) = 764.6 Length of
Total ave. Ibs. manure P addition/acrefyear = 13.4 5
years
ave. Ibs. manure P applied/alyr. = 13.4
Soil Test Nitrogen
SOIL TEST INFORMATION Mehtich I ppm-P if Leaching
ICP (3) manure appl. index Rating
TestDate | FIELD NAME FIELD 1D Sampie No. ppm-P | @ave. rates (3) | ACRES | Potential (4)

10/12/2010]— 2[|A 291 23.1 23.03 High
10712/2010 | SR 2{B 31 25.1 23,03 High
10/12/2010 2|C 42 38,1 23.03 High
10/12/2010#_ 2|D 33 271 23.03 High
7/11/2011] 51A 67 61.1 17.80 High
711112011 5|8 65 59.1 17.80 High
7/11/2011 BIA 78 72.1 15.95 High
____________ 7/11/2011 6{B 96 90.1 16.95 High
7/9/2010 71A 33 274 18.35 High
7/9/2010 718 38 321 18.35 High
7/9/2010 9lA 35 29.1 19.23 High
7/9/2010 9{B 41 35.1 19.23 High
7/9/2010= 9[C 23 174 19.23 High
7/9/2010] 9D 31 25.1 19.23 High
7/11/2011 11]A 79 73.1 19.60 High
7/11/2011 121A 92 86.1 24.10 High
7/11/2011 14|A 47 411 12.73 High
7/1172011 14{B 49.5 43.6 12.73 High
7/11/2011 14|C 50.5 44.6 12.73 High
7/13/2010 | SEEEERE 161A 99 93.1 21.75 High
7/13/2010 1618 67 61.1 21.75 High

11/12/2010 17]A 41 35.1 24.20 High
11/12/2010 17|B 51 45.1 24.20 High
11/12/2010 ___17]c 58 52.1 24.20 High
7/13/2010 19]A 53 47.1 19.90 High
7/13/2010= 19|B 68 62.1 19.90 High

3/21/2013 Nutrient Balance Evaluator 03-19-13 SEIEERE Copyright © February 5, 2002 Menke Consulting, inc.



EEIEEREO 2iry, L1.C Soil Test Evaluation - C 6.3

CRITICAL UPPER SOfL TEST LEVEL, ppm-P=| . . 150
INTERMEDIATE SOIL TEST LEVEL, ppm-P =| . 100
CRITICAL LOWER SOIL TEST LEVEL, ppm-P=f 40 ASSUMES ONLY MANURE P ADDED
Ave. rotational Ibs, P/acrefyr. removal = 23 [Predicted Soil Test Levels (1 |
Rotation length, years = 5 Full Rotational
Total usable rotation acres (2) = 764.6 Length of
Total ave. Ibs. manure P addition/acrelyear = 13.4 5
years
ave. Ibs. manure P applied/alyr. = 13.4
Soil Test Nitrogen
SOl TEST INFORMATION Mehlich I ppm-P if Leaching
ICP (3) manure appt. Index Rating
TestDate | — FIELDNAME __| _FIELOID | SampleNo_| ppm-P__| @ ave. rates (3) ACRES _ Potential (4)
7/27/2011_ 20}A 19.5 13.6 18.90 High
7/27/2011_ 20iB 22.5 16.6 18.90 High
7/27/12011 20jC 24 18.1 18.90 High
10/16/2010= 23|A 63 57.1 19.67 High
10/16/2010 23(8 64 58.1 19.67 High
10/16/2010= 23|C 70 _ 64.1 19.67 High
7/13/2010 58|A 3 25.1 20.80 High
7/13/2010- 58|B 29 23.1 20.80 High
7/27/201 | S 59 52 46.1 17.60 High
7/27/2011 _ 60 82.5 76.6 19.10 High
10/18/2010 61{A 59 53.1 19.87 High
10/18/2010= 6118 54 48.1 19.87 High
10/18/2010 | SEREEREN 61jC 37 311 19.87 High
Total crop and manure acreage = 764.6

3/21/2013 Nutrient Batance Evaluator 03-19-13 SEIEE Copyright © February 5, 2002 Menke Consuiting, Inc.



REFORT NQ.

F12290-6009 A& L GREAT LAKES .ABORATORIES, INC.

SCCO e 3505 Conesloga Orive + Fort Wayne, IN 46808 « Phone 260-483-4788 + Fax 280-483-5274
94018 www . algreatiakes.com  + lab@algreatiakes.com

QUALITY ANALYSES FFOR INFORMED DECISIONS

TO: DAIRY LTD.
\ “RP, 45813-8632

LAB NUMBER: 53047 n e - DATE SAMPLED: 10/14/2012
manure TYpe: DAIRY, LIQUID PIT MANURE ﬁMALYS!&” REPOR r DATE ReCEIVED: 10/18/2012

sameLe iD: (IS L Q PIT DATE REPORTED: 10/17/2012 pAGE: H0of B

' - T ANALYSIS TOTAL POUNDS FIRST YEAR AVAILABILITY @

LG A UNIT RESULT PER 1,000 GAL* POUNDS PER 1,000 GAL

Moisture % 398.86@ 8235.0

Selids Yo 1.14 95.0

Nitrogen, Total (TKN) Yo 0.045 3.7 2.1°

Nitrogen, Ammoniumm (NH4-N) % 0.017 1.4 1.4+

Nitrogen, Organic (N) Y% 0.028 2.3 0.7~

Phosphorus (P) % 0.016 3.0 (as P2@5) 3.0 (as P205)*

Potassium (K) %% 0.143 14.3 (as K20) 14.3 (as K20)*

R E—— i i o s i - ik

2 Cstimate of firsl-year availability does nol account for incorporation losses. Consult MWPE.18, "Livestock Waste Facifities Handbook” for additivnal informaticn,
* Qoice: MWPRS-18, Livestock Waste Facilities Handbeol, 1923
** Manre density assumed to be 8.33 Ib/gallon



PEPORT NO.

12200-6009 A & L GREAT LAKES ABORATORIES, INC,

":C‘g’l;"g;"é"mﬁ” 3505 Conestoga Drive « Fort Wayne, IN 46808 « Phone 260-483-4750 « Fax 260-483-5274

www algreatiakes.com -+ lab@aslgreaflakes.com

QUALITY ANALYSES FOR INFORMED DECISIONS

=P, 45813-9632

LAB NUMBER: 53044

manNuRe TYPE: DAIRY, SOLID WITH BEDDING MANURE ANA!"YSES REPORT g ol

DATE ReCEVED: 10/16/2012

savrie i (GBI SOUID PIT DATE REPORTED: 10/17/2012  pace: 20f &

ANALYSIS TOTAL POUNDS FIRST YEAR AVAILABILITY @&

PARAMETER ol RESULT PER TON POUNDS PER TON

Muoisture % 86.87 1737.4

Solids Y% 13.13 262 .6

Nitrogen, Total (TIKN) % 0.212 6.2 1.9°

Nitrogen, Ammonium (NH4-N) Y 0.020 0.4 0.4+

Nitrogen, @rganic (N) % 0.292 5.8 1.6

Phosphorus (P) % 0.073 3.3 (as P205) 3.3 (as F205) "

Potassium (K) % 0.126 3.0 (as K20) 3.0 (as K20)*

@ getimate of firsl-year availability dees not account for incorporation losses. Consull MWPS.18, "Livesteck Waste Faciliies Mandbowsk” for additional information.
* Source: MWRS-18, Livestock Waste Facllities Handbook, 1893
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F10288-0175

Account No.

54540 3505 Conestoga Dr. + Fort Wayne, IN » 46808 « 260-483-4759 + FAX 260-483-5274

www.algreatiakes.com + fab@algreatiakes.com

QUALITY ANALYSES FOR INFORMED DECISIONS

To: EENIEIEN DAIRY For: SR

WESTON, OH 43569-3694

Field: 2

Date Received: 10/12/2010

Date thed' 10/18/2010 SGBL TEST REPORT

A & L GREAT LAKES LAE RATORIES, INC.

Page: 1 0f1

75072 3.9 31 M 1921 | 415 1 | 2200 m 7.2 15.0 33 | 23.1| 736
75073 3.4 42 1 245 vii| 480 M | 2400 m | 7.2 16.6 38 | 241 722
76074 35 3BH| 249 VH| 265 1 | 1650 m 65 | 69 | 123 52 | 180| 67.1| 98
Puenape. 22710
VL=VERYLOW _L=LOW _M=MEDIUM _H=HIGH Vi< VERY HGH

AR



Soil Axsalysis Report

Rk

Farm
Received: 08-Jui-11
00111528 SIS Reported: 11-Jul-11
Lab Number 842354 842365 842356 842357 842358 842359 842360 842361 842362
Fleld 124 14A 64 5A 148 13c} 1A 58 14C
Sample No.
C.E.C. 14.5 14.5 10.5 15.2 15.0 .9 11.9 16.1 15.6
org Matier 3.5 3.1 .8 3.5 2.4 2.3 4.2 3.8 1.8
Scil pH 5.8 $.9 6.4 6.2 5.6 6.2 6.0 ¢.0 5.8
Yime Index 65 66 69 67 64 68 66 6 65
? lbs/ac 183 4 94 155 134.p 1) 191 15 130 101 spdvviven o~ 89
st [ ey W w e ey e w04 BT g an. s
Ca ibs/ac 2543 3037 2808 3364 2455 1792 3071 3332 2060
Mg lbs/ac "a4% T 568 665 156 410 502 585 390
013 1bs /o B e .
B lks/ac
Cuw los/ac
Mn 1bsZac
26 lbs/ac -
Ca Sat'n. a1 % 52 % 64 % 55 g a1 % 5 3 52 4 52 % 4% %
MG Sat'n. i3 % 13 % 21 % 18 % 10 % 19 % 14 15 % 10 %
K Bat'n. 2 % 2% 3% 3% 1% 1% 3 3% 23
Base Sat'n. 55 % Te1 v 89 % 76 % 52 % 73 % 68 5 70 % 61 °
carmg 3.4 5.1 3.0 3.0 4.1 2.6 3.7 2.4 i
T Mgk 6.0 7.1 e 5.8 6.9 5.5 5. 4.7 4.9

NO3N pprt
Na lbhs/ac
" Fe.

88

'Pct; Séné
Pct. 3ait
pct. Clay

Texture




oo p & L GREAT LAKES LAF RATORIES, INC.

09990 3505 Cornestoga Or, + Fort Wayne, IN - 468086 - 260-483-4759 + FAX 260-483-5274
www.algreatiakes.com + lab@algreatiakes.com

QUALITY ANALYSES FOR INFORMED DECISIONS

To: MDA!RY LLC VS ption 6|
B a b}

Fleld: 16

P.0. NUMBER: 190-0062

Data Received: 07¥®9/2010 Date Reported: 07/13/2010 SOIL. TEST REPORT
oy ; g T iy BT ar. 5

Page: 1 of 1

ok - o R - T
Tyl T \ a? [ ) Capactty . | A Y GRS A CEE] [t
0 : poun | Gl B B 1wk | g | wea,
A . 1000 m 6.9 7.7 4.1 287 64.7
B GHS) 67 vH 133 m 375 vA] 1400 m 6.8 10.8 3.2 20.01 64.9

VL = VERY LOW L = LOW M= MEDIUM H = HIGH VH = VERY HIGH

- GComments -, .

- Semple o g rojé’g S Sall's}"'-'-- o NO3-N NN P
Faay S “pam minhosfom [ ppm - . ppm ppm
i

rELR



g g v

et A & L GREAT LAKES LAL URATORIES, INC.

89980 3505 Conestoga Dr. « Forl Wayne, IN « 46808 « 260-483-47569 « FAX 200-483-5274
www.algreatiakes,com « lab@algreatiakes.com

QUALITY ANALYSES FOR INFORMED DECISIONS

To: DAIRY LLC For: BN

Field: 9

P.O. NUMBER: 180-0058

Page: 10of1

A 17341 3.7 36 H 203 H 385 H 1850 M 6.5 6.9 14.2 3.7 2261 652 8.5
B 17342 3.7 41 H 167 H 285 M 1500 ¢ 5.9 6.7 13.9 3.1 171 63.9| 258
C 17343 4.0 23 W 148 m 326 H 1600 m .2 6.8 13.5 2.8 201 69.3 1 17.8

0 17344 3.6 31 H 167 H 295 H 1800 ¢ 59 6.7 14.0 2.8 176 53.7 25..8

am o



et A & L GREAT LAKES LAL DRATORIES, INC.

99990 3506 Conestoga Dr. * Fort Wayne, IN < 46808 + 2060-483-4759 - FAX 260-483-5274
www algreatlakes.com + lab@algreatiakes.com

QUALITY ANALYSES FOR INFORMED DECISIONS

Tor DAIRY LLC For. R

Field: 7

P.0. NUMBER: 190-0059
Date Received: 07/09/2010 Date Reported 07113/2010 50".. TEST REPORT Page' it of 1

ioK r&a'fcb e
: “'i;,\

A 17345 43 33 H 137 m 235 m 1560 M b7 6.7 13.7 26 143 56.7| 264
B 17346 3.5 38 H 163 # 225 M 1450 ¢ 656 6.5 14.3 2.9 13.1| 506 | 335

VL = VERY L.OW [ LOW M MEUIUM He= HIGH VH = VERY HIGH

ABL A



Koposrt No,

F10314-0461
A & L GREAT LAKES LABORATBRIES, INC.
54540 3505 Conestoga Drive « Fort Wayne, Indiana 46808 + 260-483-4759 « Fax 260-483-5274

viww.algreatlakes.com « lab@algreatlakes.com

QUALITY ANALYSES FOR INFORMED DECISIONS ®

To: DAIRY

Field: 17

Date Received: 11/08/2010 : 1111212010 Page: 1of 1
sample | -1 2 organtc’ | -+ Potagafn o " Percent Base Baturation .t .
A'ID s Nuiv'ip_ar pri - s e %Mg S B
A 13471 3.5 41 H 143 M 23| 172 58.4 1 221

B 13472 3.3 51 VH 150 m 2.5 143 520 31.2
C 13475 2.8 58 vH 116 ™ 2.8 15.1 ) 48.7| 33.4

VL = VERY LOW

L=LOW

M= MEDIUM

H = HIGH

VH = VERY HIGIH




o p & L GREAT LAKES LAL JRATORIES, INC.

99990 3505 Conestoga Dr. » Fort Wayne, IN « 48808 « 260-483-4768 « FAX 260-483-5274
www.algreatiakes.com -« lab@algreatiakes.com

QUALITY ANALYSES FOR INFORMED DECISIONS

WESTON, OH 43569
Field: 19
P.0. NUMBER: 190-0060

Date Received: 07/09/2010  Date Reported: 07/13/2010 30!L TEST REPORT ' ‘ _ Page: 1of 1

f
YU E I
i

N

A 17347 3.3 53 vH 123 m 275 vi| 1000 m 6. . . .
B 17348 2.3 68 vH 119 m 265 vr| 1000 wm 6.5 6.9 8.7 3.5 253 | 67.4| 13.8

ASL-R



e A & L GREAT LAKES LAl HRATORIES, INC.

54540 3505 Conestoga Dr. « Fort Wayne, IN = 46808 « 260-483-4759 » FAX 2060-483-5274
www.algreatlakes.com « lzb@algreatiakes.caom

QUALITY ANALYSES FOR INFORMED DECISIONS

To: DAIRY For: _

Field: 23

Date Recelved: 10/12/2010  Date Reported: 10/16/2010  SOIL TEST REPORT Page: 1 0f 1
o 5 ,p% ). e S iﬁ ‘,tv R : "“'""'"“"‘ u‘ o . . % S = - n oo H.[_, ,.,‘w.,,‘, ”

; Mg ot

i il

A | 70246 2.3 83 vH 176 H 260 vH . S . ¥
B 70247 3.7 64 vH 240 H 375 H 1800 m 6.1 8.7 16.3 3.8 1911 68511 220
(04 70248 40 70 VvH 232 H 345 H 1700 ¢ 59 6.7 156 3.8 185§ 546} 23.1

AsLR



e A & L GREAT LAKES LAL JRATORIES, INC.

Account No,
99990 35056 Conestoga Dr. « Fort Wayne, IN « 46808 + 260-483-4769 - FAX 260-483-5274
www.glgreatiakes.com » lab@algreatiakes.com

QUALITY ANALYSES FOR INFORMED DECISIONS

To: LDA'RY LiC For. [ERASISIRS

Field: 58

P.0. NUMBER: 190-0063
Date Received: 07/09/2010 __ Date Reported: 07/13/2010 SOIL TEST REPGRT | _— Page 1 of 1

A 17353 3.6 3t H 140 m 325 H 1400 m 6.3 6.9 .3 3.2 | 2401 621 10.7
B 17354 353 29 m 127 M 305 1350 m 6.0 6.8 12.0 2.7 2121 662 | 20.0

/)NU/OC?.. . 20

H= HlGH VH VI:RY H!GH




l
(b
4 indianapolis

Soil Analysis Report MF ey

Farm

[Exemption6 ] [Exemption 6
Exemption6 ] Exemption6 ] Received: 26-Jul-11
BOWLING GREEN OH 43402 00111528 SR Reported: 27-Jul-11

Lab Number: 1745: 17661 1747 - B 49
Field! i ’
Sam,,,e,,opb oo T . 50

7. 15.6 26.3 14.8: 1

Org Matter ) 3'.1 3.1 0 L V- M B

R s e e

e Tl T g s e e e o
® tbasas 5 g e g Sei

"k ibs7ac  2eed T Tias T NSy 243

" Ca 1bs/ac 3670 3497 aziz 3320

o

w

et{\.‘uwn un- g4
r?“"-vm CEC 53 AS-ABY cEc IV T JS0-T0F & 5 215 - 33 <k go 2 JoO - 759

e e
B lbs/ac
Cu 1Bs/aéj

“Mn ibs/ac

e e s 55__:5 T2
2=

Mg ‘Bat'n, ) 11
K Sat'n.. 2
“Biss 5o 3
-

2

).~

s

EC

=

~

20

(3]

w
P o]

N
S
-
~
(=2}
ot
—
(=]
[»]
Ll

s w| ol w8 w ool
=
o
w
=4
L

s
{
i
I
< wi
R

3.3
1.0 BN A

fof of

Wo3N ppiR

Na lbs/zc

Fe

ss ms/em

Pet. Clay'

Texture:



Fossore . p & L GREAT LAKES LAI JRATORIES, INC.

54540 3506 Conestoga Dr. + Fort Wayne, IN + 48808 + 260-483-4759 » FAX 260-483-5274
www.algreallakes.cor + fab@algreallakes.com

QUALITY ANALYSES FOR INFORMED DECISIONS

Fleld: &1
Date Received: 10/12/2010 _ Date Reported: 10/18/2010_ SO!L TEST REP@RT - Page: 10f 1
A 75077 47 59 vH 329 vi| 420 H | 2100 m 7.1 14.8 57 | 236 70.7
B 75078 4.9 54 vH 349 vH| 415 4 | 2100 M 66 | 68 | 161 56 | 215| 654 7.5
C 75079 4.1 37 H 2194 | 3354 | 1750 M 62 | 68 | 145 3.9 | 192 60.3| 165

f’X\la’a%;, . 50

VL VERY L.W L=1L0OW M= MEDIUM H = HIGH VH = VERY HIGH
= ¥ SR s Iy Y (R ! RN

ABLR



FORMS 3A and 3B8: INSPECTION OF MANURE STORAGE AND TREATMENT FACILITIES

MANURE STORAGE OR TREATMENT FACILITY

Manure Storage or Treatment Facility includes the foliowing:

¢ Manure Storage Pond - earth impoundments or pits used to settle and store manure.

¢ Manure Treatment Lagoon -~ earth impoundments or pits that biojogically treat manure.

e Fabricated Structures - engineered, man-made tanks of concrete, steel, fiberglass, plastic, timber,
or other approved/designated materials (this also includes composting pads).

The foliowing must be inciuded in the Operating Record for the manure storage or treatment facilities;

1. Record the information at the top of the page for each manure storage pond, manure treatment
lagoon, or fabricated structure. Include one page per each pond, lagoon, and structure. “Volume
of Storage” should not include the freeboard voiume. Your permit telis you the amount of
freeboard required.

2. Record the inspection dates when you inspect each manure storage pond or manure treatment
lagoon, depth of manure, remaining storage capacity, and date and amount of manure removed,
and the time of year when you remove manure. fFor fabricated structures that do not have liguid
manure (e.g., hi-rise poultry, pen pack), record inspection dates, approximate depth of manure,
remaining storage capacity by percentage, approximate amount of manure removed, and the time
of year when you remove manure.

3. Record the inspection dates as you inspect for cracks, animal damage, and seepages in and around
a pond or jagoon. Record any structural damage to ponds, fagoons, or structures.

4. Record inspections of vegetation.

5. Record the inspections of storm water conveyances and any protective vegetative cover.

6. Under “Notes” be sure to record any corrective actions taken to repair or replace any damage,
holes, cracks, etc. Routine mowing does not need to be recorded, but an ODA inspector will look

for conditions that promote rodents, flies, or erosion. The inspection records must include, but are
not limited to, the date, time, and results of the inspection, as well as any comments.



FORM 3A: MANURE STORAGE PONDS and TREATMENT FACILITIES WITH LIQUID STORAGE

MANURE STORAGE PONDS, MANURE TREATMENT LAGOONS,
FABRICATED STRUCTURES WITH LIQUID MANURE (WEEKLY)

Manure Storage/Structure ldentification:

Days of Storage:

Total Depth of Storage:

Less Freeboard:

Volume of Storage: [ JCubic Feet

[ITons

[JGallons

Less Freeboard:

|

STORAGE

Depth of Manure

Remaining Storage

How Much Manure Removed

STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY

Any Seepage

Structural Damage

| Condition of Vegetation

STORM WATER CONVEYANCE ' -

Functioning Properly

Condition of Vegetation

PLEASE NOT

| taken):

Livestock Enviranmental Permitting
Operating Record (DLEP-3500-011)
April 2012



FORM 6: DISTRIBUTION AND UTILIZATION

DISTRIBUTION AND UTILIZATION METHODS

Maintain complete records of off-site distribution of manure for use by other than the permittee. Quantify
manure transferred off-site for each twelve-month period (tons/galions). The foliowing information must
be recorded using this Form or another form pre-approved by the ODA.

1. Quantity of nutrients managed via distribution and utilization:

2. Type of Distribution and Utilization

3. The date of the off-site transfer of manure:

4, The name of the recipient of manure:

5. Provide copies of the following Appendices to each recipient:

Appendix A ~ How to Use Appendices

Appendix A, Table 1 ~ Soils Prone to Flooding

Appendix A, Table 2 - Land Application Setbacks

Appendix B ~ Available Water Capacity Chart (for liquid manure)
Appendix F — The Most Limiting Nutrient Chart (all Appendices included on next pages).

e o o o o

6. Maintain copies of acknowledgements between the owner and operator of the facility and livestock
manure brokers made pursuant to auctions or farm sales. Refer to Form 6A for an example
acknowledgement form that couid be used.

Livestock Environmental Permitting
Operating Record (DLEP-3900 011)
April 2012



FORM 6: DISTRIBUTION AND UTILIZATION

DISTRIBUTION AND UTILIZATION RECORDS

Appendix A ~
Sethacks, Soiis Available
Prone to Water

: Manure Fiooding, and Capacity The Most
Quantity Analysis Most Limiting (For Liquid Limiting
(Tons, Given? | Nutrient Chart? Only) Nutrient Chart
Gallons, Cubic
Yards) Date Name and Address Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N

Piease note on_a separate form any other practices such as manure management meetings, manure bills
of sale, or other practices above and beyond rule requirements.

Livestock Environmental Permitting
Operating Record (DLEP-3900-011)
April 2012



FORM 6A: DISTRIBUTION AND UTILIZATION

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT FORM

Date:

[name and address of permitted facility]

The seller, , agrees to transfer ownership of manure produced at

their facilities in the amount of as desired, up to 100% [tons/galions of manure] to B
, hereafter referred to as the recipient/broker, who agrees to accept all responsibility for

handling, land application, or any further use of the manure transferred and in the recipient/broker’s
possession, as specified by any and all state laws governing the land application and any other such use of

animal manure.
The recipient/broker acknowiedges and shall adhere to the following:

"1 have been provided with a copy of analytical results that list the nutrient content of the manure
and total quantities of manure and copies of the applicable reguirements_of ruie 901:10-2-14 of
the Administrative Code. The manure will be distributed and utilized according_to the best
management practices and according_to any state laws regulation these uses, as may be verified
by site visits conducted by the soil and water conservation district or by inspections conducted by
the Ohio department of agriculture.”

Signed Name of Recipient/Broker Date

Name of Recipient/Broker (Printed)

Address of Recipient/Broker
Check, if applicable. Recipient/Broker is:

o Certified Livestock Manager: (Yes/No)
o Certified Livestock Manager Certificate Number:

APPENDICIES

Livestock Environmental Permitting
Operating Record (DLEP-3900-011)
April 2012



APPENDIX A - RULE 901:10-2-14: HOW TO USE
THE APPENDICES TO THIS RULE

Refer to Appendix A, Tables 1 and 2 ~ Soils Prone to Flooding through Appendix F - Most Limiting Manure
Application Rates of Rule 901:10-2-14 (OAC):

3l

Determine if the site has soils that are prone to flooding and when the expected flooding seasons

are (Appendix A, Tabje 1), Note that applications can only be made to soils prone to flooding

at times outside the predicted flooding season. All applications to soiis prone to fiooding must be
incorporated within 24 hours and must follow the setbacks in Appendix A, Table 2.

Determine if manure will be staged at the land application site. Any manure that is staged at the land

application site shall meet the setbacks described in Column 1 of Appendix A, Table 2. for solid

manure, manure that is staged for more than 15 days from initial delivery willi be considered a
stockpile, which shall also meet the setbacks described in Appendix A, Table 2. Stockpiles shall not
discharge to surface waters of the State and may require additional management practices to prevent

such a discharge.

For !IgUld manure apphcations follow A Qgendlx B, Available Water Cagacxtx Chart, and
A "

Non-Tiled Fleld_)_. Foﬂr solid manures, follow Appendix F, Most leitmg Manure Agglicu:'gm;wig_g'
Rates Chart.

Determine the nutrient removal for the expected cropping sequence using Appendix C, Tables 1 ~
3. Determine residual nitrogen credits for the expected cropping sequence using Appendix C,
Table 4.

Determine the nitrogen leaching potential of the field based on Appendix C, Table 5, Nitrogen

Leaching Assessment Procedure. Note that ali tiled fields have 2 high nitrogen leaching
potential. High mtrogen leaching potential fields must have application ates less than or gggal to

Qctober 1""‘t UNLESS the field has a cover crop planted.
Use the current manure analysis and the reievant sections of Appendix C, Tables 6-7 to

determine the amount of manure nutrients available for crop production.

Use Aggendlx E, Table 1 {P-Index) if the Bray P1 or equivaient vaiue of the soil test is over

150 ppm

Use Appendix F, Most Limiting Manure Application Rates Chart, Nitrogen, P,0s, K,0, Rate (tons

or gallons per acre), or Available Water Capacity to determine the application rate. The selected
application rate must be the most restrictive of the five “Limiting Application Rate Criteria” for each

Field Situation & Time of Year.

Other Notes:

9.

When using Appendix E, although not recommended, Phosphate manure application rates can be
made between 250-500 b /ac/yr in cases where liguid manure exceeds 60 Ibs. P,O¢ per 1000

gallons or solid manure that exceed 80 Ibs. P,O< per ton. The following criteria also apply:

manure must be incorporated within 24 hours and no applications can be made on either frozen

or snow covered ground or fields with soil tests over 100 ppm Bray P1; soil tests less than 40
ng Bray P1 shall have no further P additions for 3 years; soil tests gtween 40-100 ppm Bray

P1 shall have no further additions of P for 5 years; no other limiting criteria can be violated.
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10. When using legumes as a nitrogen removal source, the maximum jfegume siittoaen removal must
be less than or equal to 150 ibs./ac.

11. When applying liguid manure to tiled fields, the following criteria must be followed (except for
growing crops):
a. Applications must be less than or equal to 0.5” or 13,576 gal/ac.

b. Use a tool (AERWAY tool or similar tool) that can disrupt/close (using horizontatl fracturing) the
preferential flow paths in the soil, OR ti e surface of the soil 3-5” deep to a seedbed

condition to soak up the liquid manure and keep it out of preferential flow channels.
¢. If injection is used, it should only be deep enough to cover the manure with soil. Till the soit at

least 3” below the depth of injection prior to application. Tillage prior to application will be

considered incorporation of the manure.
d. The outlets must be monitored before, during, and after application AND provisions planned

to plug the tile or capture the tile flow if liguid manure reaches the tile outlets. If No-till

or pastures are used for applications, tiles must be plugged.

12.1f manure is to be applied on frozen or snow-covered ground, the field must have at least 90%

over (e. ood guality bay or pasture field, all rain residue). For
applications to fro;en or snow-covered ground, manure shall not be applied on more than 20
contiguous acres. Contiguous areas for application are to be separated by a break from streams,
ditches, waterways, surface water, etc. (areas that present the ieast runoff potential and are furthest
from surface water). The setbacks in Column 3 must be folliowed. Prior approval must be

obtained from the ODA, Livestock Environmental Permitting Program BEFORE frozen or

snow/ice covered ground surface manure applications. If manure can be jncorporated within 24
hours on frozen ground, approval from ODA, Livestock Environmental Permitting Program is not
required.

13. For surface manure applications, follow the setbacks in Column 2. For jncorporation within 24
hours or injection, foliow the setbacks in Column 4.
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APPENDICIES

APPENDIX A, TABLE 1 - SOILS PRONE TO FLOODING

SOILS MONTHS | COMMENT i
Abscota Variant Feb-Jun |
Adrian Nov-May
| Aetna Dec-Jun !
| Algansee Nov-May
Algiers Nov-3un Frequently flooded
Algiers Dec-Jun Occasionally flooded
Alluvial land Nov-Dec Long duration
Altuvial land Jan-Dec Very long duration
Ashton Dec-May
Beaucoup Mar-Jun
Bonnie Oct-Jun
Brookston Dec-May
Carlisle Nov-May
Ceresco Mar-Mayv
| Chagrin Nov-May
! Chavies Nov-Mar
i Clifty Nov-May
{ Coblen Nov-Jun
| Cohoctah Nov-Apr
| Cuba Jan-Mav
Defiance Jan-May
i Edwards Sep-May
Eel Oct-Jun
Eel Variant Jan-May
Elkinsville Jan-Dec
Euclid Dec-Jun
Fitchville Dec-Jun
Flatrock Dec-Apr
Flatrock, limestone substratum Nov-Apr
Fluvaguents Nov-Jun
Genesee Oct-May
Genesee Variant Jan-May
Gessie Oct-May
Glendora Jan-Dec
Grigsby Dec-Apr
Hackers Jan-Apr
Harrod Nov-Jun
Hartshorn Nov-May
Haymond Dec-May _
Holly Sep-May Frequently flooded, very long duration
Holly Nov-May
Holton Dec-Jun
Huntington Dec-May
Joliet Apr-Jun
Jules Mar-Jun
Kerston Mar-May
Killbuck Jan-Dec
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SOILS MONTHS | COMMENT
Kinn Dec-Apr
Knoxdale Dec-Apr
Kyger Nov-May
Landes Jan-Jun
Landes Variant Nov-Jun
Lanier Nov-lun
Latty Jan-May
tenawee Mar-May
Lindside Dec-Apr
Linwood Nov-Jun
Lobdell Jan-Apr Fregquently flooded
' Lobdell Nov-Apr
Martinsvilie Jan-Apr
Martisco Mar-Jun
McGary Variant Jan-Dec
Medway Nov-Jun
Medway Variant Nov-May
Medway, limestone substratum Nov-Dec
Melvin Sep-May Frequently flooded, long duration
Melvin Dec-May
Mentor Jan-Dec
Miligrove Nov-3un
Montgomery Nov-May |
Moshannon Dec-May
| Muskego Nov-May
! Newark Dec-Apr
. Newark Variant Jan-Apr
Nolin Feb-May
Nolin Variant Feb-Apr
: Olentanay Nov-Dec
Orrvilie Nov-May
Otego Nov-Dec
Papakating Nov-Jun
| Patton Jan-Dec
Peoga Jan-Dec
Pewamo Mar-Apr
Philo Dec~-May
Piopolis Mar-Jun
Pope Nov-Apr
Rockmill Sep-Jun
i Romeo Mar-Jun
Ross Nov-jun
Rossburg Nov-lun
Sarahsville Dec-May
Saranac Nov-May
Scioto Nov-Jjun
| Sebring Nov-Jun Occasionally flooded
_Senecaville Dec-Apr
Shoals Oct-Jun
Shoals Variant Nov-May Used in Miami, Putnam, and Richiand Counties
Shoals Variant Oct-Jun Used in Champaign County
{ Shoals, Till Substratum Nov-Dec
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. SOILS | MONTHS COMMENT
Skidmore Dec-May
i Sligo Mar-Apr
! Sloan Nov-Jun
Sloan, Till Substratum Nov-Dec
Stanhope Nov-Dec
Stendal Jan-May
Stone Nov-lun
Stonelick Nov-Jun
Stringley Nov-lun
Taaogart Jan-Dec
Tioga Nov-May
Tioga Variant Jan-Apr
! Toledo Nov-May
Tremont Jan-Dec
{ Wabash Nov-May
Wabasha Sep-Jun
Wakeland Jan-May
Wallkill Sep-Jun
Wapninger Jan-Dec
Warsaw Variant Jan-May
Wavyland 1 Nov-Jun
Wick Oct-Jun
! Wilbur Oct-Jun
Wiliette Nov-Dec
i Zepernik Nov-Jun
| Zipp Dec-May
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APPENDICIES

APPENDIX A, TABLE 2 - LAND APPLICATION RESTRICTIONS

APPENDIX A, TABLE 2 SURFACE
RULE 901:10-2-14 STAGING AREAS AND Ty m—— :‘::g;g: 3:';';‘183:_ IONS | INCORPORATION
LAND APPLICATION STOCKPILES (10) COVERED GROUND (1) WITHIN 24 HRS OR
RESTRICTIONS DIRECT INJECTION
Class V Wells, Sinkholes 300’ 300’ 300" 100’
rs of \
(S;’)rface late SlofthEl Stately 300 35 Veg. Cover, 100’ (2) 35"Veg. Cover, 200° (8) 35° veg. Cover, 100’ (2)
Wells 300’ 300’ 300° 100"
Bedrock > 3’ from bedrock None None None
Pubfic Surface Drinking . , , . D
Water Intake 1500 300 300 300
Springs i 300 300 300’ 300°
Neighboring Residences | 500’ 300’ 300’ 100°
Fiooding/Fiood i ) .
plains/Floodways (3) Do Not Stockpile Do Not Apply Do Not Apply Permissible (3)
Slope (4) 0-6% > 15%, See Note (5) If > 6%, See Note (1) > 15%, See Note (5)
, 35’ Veg. cover, 100’ (2} or , N
Field Surface Furrows (6) 300 35' see note (9) 200 one
Liquid Manure —Appendix B (AWC Chart) & Appendix F
Maximum Application Rate: {Most Limiting Nutrient Chart)
Solid Manure ~Appendix F (Most Limiting Nutrient Chart)

NOTE (1): All winter surface applications must have prior approval from the Ohio Department of Agriculture. Appiication on frozen and snow-covered

soii is not recommended. However, if manure application becomes necessary on frozen or snow-covered soils, only limited quantities of manure shal!

be applied to address waste storage limitations until non-frozen soits are available for manure application. If frozen or snow-covered ground application

becomes necessary, appiications are to be applied only if ALL the following criteria are met:

a.) Application rate is limited to 10 wet tons per acre for solid manure more than 50% moisture and 5 wet tons for manure less than 50% moisture.
For Liquid manure, the application rate is limited to 5,000 galions per acre.

b.) Applications are to be made on land with at least 30% surface residue cover (e.g., good guality hay or pasture field, all corn grain residue
remaining after harvest, ail wheat residue cover remaining after harvest).

€.} Manure shall not be applied on more than 20 contiguous acres. Contiguous areas for application are tc be separated by 2 break of at ieast 200
feet. Utilize those areas for manure appiication that ere furthest from streams, ditches, waterways, surface water, etc. (areas that present the
least runoff potential and are furthest from surface water},

d.) Increase the applicatior setback distance to 200 feet “minimum” from all grassed waterways, surface drainage ditches, streams, water bodies, and
field surface furrows. This distance may need to be further increased due to local congitions.

e.) The rate of application shall not exceed the rates specified in Table 4 (Determining The Most Limiting Manure Application Rates) for winter
application.

f.) Additiona! winter application criteria for fields with significant slopes more than 6%: Manure shall be applied in alternating strips 66 to 200 feet
wide generally on the contour, or in the case of contour strips on the alternating strips.

NOTE (2): Either 3 35" wide vegetative buffer strip must be presentor a total setback of 100" must be meaintained. As a compliance alternative, the

concentrated animal feading operation may demonstrate that e setback or buffer is not nacessary because implementation of alternative conservation

practices or field-specific conditions will provide poltutant reductions eguivaient or better than the reductions that wouid be achieved by the one hundred

foot sethack or a thirty -five foot vegetative buffer. Buffer strip is defined in OAC 901:10-1-01®.

NOTE (3): Ne applications during expected flooding season as reported in Appendix A, Table 1.

NOTE (4): Must have jess than 5 ton/ac yearly average soil loss to perform surface manure applications.

NQOTE (5): Manures are not tc be appliect to cropland over 15% slope or to pastures/hay land over 20% slope unless ONE of the following precautions

are taken:

a.) Immediate incorporation or injection with operations done on the contour, UNLESS the field has 80% ground cover (residue or canopy).

b.) Appiications are timed during periods of lower runoff and/or ranfall {(May 20% - @ctober i5™).

C.) Split applications are made (separated by rainfall events) with single applications not exceeding 10 wet tons/ac or 5060 gai/ac.

d.) The field is established and managed in contour strips with alternated strips in grass or legumes.

NOTE (6): Applications can be through field surface furrows if criteria in Appendix A {How to Use Appendices) are followed.

NOTE (7): Refer to OAC 901:10-1-01 for the definition of “Surface waters of the state.”

NOTE (8): The first setback refers to s vegetative buffer strip that must be maintained while the second refers to the total setback distance. Buffer

strip is defined in OAC %01:10-1-010©.

Note (9): A 35’ buffer without vegetation may be approved by the Director based on prior submittal of a compliance alternative for the specific land

application area, in accordance with OAC 901:10-2-14©(3).

Note (10): Staging area(s) is a site used for ptacement of solid manure or transferring of liguid manure to facilitate land application. Any solid manure

that is staged for more than 15 days will be considered a stockpile. Staging areas and stockpiles shall not discharge to waters of the State.

Source: USDA-NRCS (2003). Field Office FTechnical Guide - Conservation Practice Standard, 633, Columbus, Ohio.
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APPENDICIES

APPENDIX B - AVAILABLE WATER CAPACITY (AWC)

This table shall be used to determine the AWC at the time of application and the liquid volume in galions
that can be applied not to exceed the AWC. To determine the AWC in the upper 8 inches use a soil probe
or similar device to evaluate the soii to a depth of 8 inches. For land application, liquid manure application
may also be calculated by converting acres per inch to gaflons per acre. This conversion is based on the
following formula: 1 acre - inch equals 27,156 gal/ac.

| Available Moisture in
| the Soil

Sands,
Loamy Sands

Sandy Loam,
Fine Sandy Loam

! Very Fine Sandy

Loam, Loam,
Silt Loam,
Silty Clav Loam

Sandy Clay,
Silty Clay, Clay,
Fine & Very Fine
Textured Soils

! < 25% Soll
Moisture

I Amount to Reach
I AWC

Dry, loose and
singie-grained;
flows through
fingers.

20,000 gallons/ac

Dry and loose;
flows through
fingers.

27,000 gallons/ac

Powdery dry; in
some places
slightly crusted but
breaks down easily
into powder.

40,000 gatlons/ac

Hard, baked and
cracked; has loose
crumbs on surface
in some places.

27,000 galions/ac

25-50% or Less
Soil Moisture

Amount to Reach
AWC

Appears to be dry;
does not form a
balt under
pressure,

15,000 gallons/ac

Appears to be dry;
does not form a
ball under
pressure.

20,000 gallons/ac

Somewhat crumbly
but hoids together
under pressure,

30,000 gallons/ac

Somewhat pliable;
balls under
pressure.

20,000 gallans/ac

50-75% Soil
Moisture

1 Amount to Reach
LAWC

Appears tc be dry;
does not form a
ball under
pressure.

i 10,000 gallons/ac

Balls under

pressure but
seldom hotds
together.

13,000 gations/ac

Forms a ball under
pressure;
somewhat plastic;
slicks slightty under
pressure,

20,000 gallons/ac

Forms a ball;
ribbons out
between thumb
and forefinger,

13,000 gallons/ac

| 75% to Field
| Capacity

Amount to Reach
| AWC

Sticks together
slightly; may form
a weak ball under
pressure.

5,000 galions/ac

Forms a weak ball
that breaks easily,
does not stick.

7,000 gallons/ac

Forms ball; very
pliable; slicks
readily if relatively
high in clay.

11,000 galions/ac

Ribbons out
between fingers
easily; has a slick
feeling.

7,000 gallons/ac

| 100% Field
Capacity

On squeezing, no
free water appears
on soil, but wet
outtine of ball on
hand.

On squeezing, no
free water appears
on soil, but wet
outline of ball on
hand.

On squeezing, no
free water appears
on soil, but wet
outline of ball on
hand.

On squeezing, no
free water appears
on soil, but wet
outline of bail on
hand.

Above Field
Capacity

Free water appears
when soil is
bounced in hand.

Free water is
released with
kneading.

Free water can be
squeezed out.

Puddies; free water
forms on surface.

Note: Liquid manure applications to tiled fields must be less than or equal to

13,576 gal/ac.
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APPENDICIES

APPENDIX F, TABLE 1 — MOST LIMITING

MANURE APPLICATION RATES FOR TILED FIELDS

‘Select the Most Limiting Application Rate Based on the Following Criteria’

Limiting Application Rate Criteria

| Tons/Ac
Fieid Situation & Time of Year Nitrogen | PyOs 4/ K0 Gallons/Ac AWC Table
'Subsurface Drained (Tiled) Fields o . R
(APR =~ JUN) 1/ Crop Needs | Crop Needs or | Crop Needs or 13,000 gal/ac Upper 8
| Subsurface Drained or High N Leaching factoring N Crop Removal Crop Removal
Potential losses < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 Lbs/ac
(APR - JUN) 1/ Crop Needs | Crop Needs or Crop Needs or 5/ 10 wet tons | Upper 8~
Pasture > 20% or Cropland > 15% factoring N Crop Remova! Crop Removal 5,000 gal/ac -
Subsurface Drained or High N Leaching losses < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 Lbs/ac uniess
Potential contoured
strips or
incorporated
immediately
(3UL - SEP) 2/ 50 Lbs/ac Crop Needs or | Crop Needs or 13,000 gal/ac Upper 8”
No Growing Crop as applied N Crop Removal Crop Removat
{ Subsurface Drained or High N < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 Lbs/ac
Leaching Potential
(JUL - SEP) 3/ Next year's | Crop Needs or | Crop Needs or 13,000 gal/ac Upper 8
With a Growing Cover Crop crop needs as Crop Removal Crop Removal
Subsurface Drainped or High N applied N < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 Lbs/ac
Leaching Potential 1
(JUL - SEP) 2/ 50 i.bs/ac Crop Needs or Crop Needs or 13,000 gal/ac Upper 8”
No Growing Crop, Cropland > 15% as applied N Crop Removal Crop Removai
| Subsurface Drained or High N < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 Lbs/ac
: Leaching Potential .
(OCT - MAR) 3/ Next year's | Crop Needs or Crop Needs or 13,000 gai/ac Upper 8”
Subsurface Drained or High N crop needs as Crop Removal Crop Removai
Leaching Potential applied N < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 Lbs/ac
{ {OCT -~ MAR) 3/ Next year's | Crop Needs or Crop Needs or 5/ 10 wet tens | Upper 8"
Pasture > 20% or Cropiand > 15% crop needs as Crop Removal Crop Removal 5,000 gai/ac -
Subsurface Drained or High N applied N < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 {bs/ac unless
Leaching Potential contoured
! strips or
i incorporated
immediately

Frozen or Snow-Cover
Subsuiface Drained or High N
Leaching Potential

3/ Next vear's
crop nzeds as
applied N

Crop Needs or
Crop Removal
< 250 Lbs/ac

Crop Needs or
Crop Removal
< 500 Lbs/ac

< 50% solids,
stockpile if >
50% solids,
liquid manure
5,000 aal/ac

5/ 10 wet tons

1/ Crop Needs factoring N losses - Maximum total nitrogen appiied to meet the succeeding crop’s recommended NITROGEN
requirements for non-legume crops or 150 Ibs/ac NITROGEN for the succeeding legume crop. Considers loss of N through

application method and time of year.

2/ 50 Ibs/ac as applied N ~ Nitrogen application limited to 50 Ibs/ac based on the addition of the NHs or NHz (ammonium/ammonia)
content of the manure + 1/3 of the organic nitrogen content the manure as applied. Considers no losses due to application

method or time of year.

3/ Next year's crop needs as applied N - Maximum tota! nitrogen applied to meet the succeeding crop’s recommended NITROGEN
reguirements for non-legume crops or 150 ibs/ac NITROGEN for the succeeding legume crop. Considers no iosses due to

application method or time of year.

4/ Under special conditions and criteria the rate of P,Os application can be increased to 500 ibs/ac (See Appendix A or Rule 901:16-
2-14). Frozen or Snow-covered ground and fields over 100 ppm Bray P1 soil test are exempt and are always limited to
applications less than or equai to 250 Ib/ac P,0s.

5/ Wet tons refers to the weight of the manure as it is applied - include solids and moisture weight.
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APPENDICIES

APPENDIX F, TABLE 2 — MOST LIMITING

MANURE APPLICATION RATES FOR NON-TILED FIELDS

Select the Most Limiting Application Rate Based on the Folfowing Criteria

| Field _Situation & Time of Year

Limiting Application Rate Criteria

Nitrogen

P

Tons/Ac
1 ns/Ac

Non Subsurface Drained (Tiled) Field

QUL ~ SEP) 1/ Crop Needs | Crop Needs or Crop Needs or Upper 87
Not Subsurface Drained factoring N Crop Removal Crop Removal
losses < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 Lbs/ac
(OCT ~ MAR) 1/ Crop Needs | Crop Needs or Crop Needs or Upper 8”
Not Subsurface Drained factoring N Crop Removal Crop Removai
losses < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 Lbs/ac
(APR - JUN) 1/ Crop Needs | Crop Needs or | Crop Needsor | 5/ 10 wettons | Upper 8”
Not Subsurface Drained Pasture > 20% or | factoring N Crop Remova! Crop Removal 5,000 gal/ac ~
| Cropland > 15% losses < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 Lbs/ac unless
! contoured
strips or
| incorporate
immediately
(JUL ~ SEP) 1/ Crop Needs | Crop Needs or Crop Needs or Upper 8"
Not Subsurface Drained Pasture > 20% or | factoring N Crop Removal Crop Removal
i« Cropland > 15% losses < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 Lbs/ac
Frozen or Snow-Cover 1/ Next year's | Crop Needs or Crop Needs or 5/ 10 wet tons
! Not Subsurface Drained crop Needs Crop Removal Crop Removai < 50% solids,
i factoring N < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 Lbs/ac stockpile if >
losses 50% solids,
liquid manure
; 5,000 gal/ac
(OCT - MAR) 1/ Crop Needs | Crop Needs or Crop Needs or 5/ 10 wet tons | Upper 8”
Not Subsurface Drained Pasture > 20% or | factoring N Crop Removal Crop Removal 5,000 gal/ac -
Cropland > 15% losses < 250 Lbs/ac < 500 Lbs/ac unless
contoured
strips or
i incorporate
| immediately

application method and time of year.

|
1/ Crop Needs factoring N fosses - Maximum total nitrogen applied to meet the succeeding crop’s r
requirements for non-fegume crops or 150 Ibs/ac NITROGEN for the succeeding legume crop. Considers loss of N through

ecommended NITROGEN

method or time of year.

2/ 50 Ibs/ac as applied N - Nitrogen application limited to 50 Ibs/ac based on the addition of the NH4 or NH; (ammonium/ammonia)
content of the manure + 1/3 of the organic nitrogen content the manure as applied. Considers no losses due to application

application method or time of year.

3/ Next year’s crop needs as applied N - Maximum total nitrogen applied to meet the succeeding crop’s recommended NITROGEN
requirements for non-legume crops or 150 lbs/ac NITROGEN for the succeeding legume crop. Considers no losses due to

4/ Under special conditions and criteria the rate of P,Os application can be increased to 500 Ibs/ac (See Appendix A or Rule 901:10-
2-14). Frozen or Snow-covered ground and fields over 100 ppm Bray P1 soil test are exempt and are always limited to

| applications less than or egual to 250 Ib/ac P,0s.

5/ Wet tons refers to the weight of the manure as it is applied - include solids and moisture weight.
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APPENDICIES

APPENDIX C, TABLE 6 - CALCULATING AVAILABLE NITROGEN
OF MANURE
Use the following table to caiculate available nitrogen based on time of year and type of application.

Determine available nitrogen by multiplying the percent availabie for ammonia N and organic N and
adding them together (i.e., 0.5 x NHsN + 0.33 x Organic N).

| ODA APPENDIX C, TABLE 6: METHOD OF
! CALCULATING N AVAILABILITY OF MANURES *

Manure

Poultry Manure

Manure Available Availabie Time of Days Until
Applied Nitrogen Nitrogen Availabie Nitrogen % Application Incorporated?
TONS POUNDS POUNDS NH., ORGANIC DATE i DAYS
50 33 NOV - FEB <5
f 25 33 NOV - FEB >5
50 33 MAR - APR <3
| 25 33 MAR - APR >3
; 75 33 APR - JUN <1
;
| 25 33 APR ~ JUN > 1
75 15 JUL-AUG | <1
25 15 JUL - AUG > 1
_ o —25 33 SEP - OCT <1
15 33 SEP - OCT >1

- I'T The calculations are for all animal manures. It is

.« assumed that 50% of the organic N in poultry manure is
| converted to NH,4 rapidly and is therefore included in the
‘1 NH, column for calculating available N.

< Incorporation is the mixing of manure and soil in the
tilltage layer. Disking is usually enough tillage for
‘| conserving N availability.
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FORM 7: LAND APPLICATION RECORDS

LAND APPLICATION RECORDS

The forms provided for this section of the Operating Record are to record important information regarding
different aspects of land application and to comply with Rule 901:10-2-16 of the OAC. An owner or
operator may select other forms for use, provided the Director of Agriculture approves these.

Determination of application rates. Application rates shall follow the nutrient budget set forth in the
Permit to Operate’s Manure Management Plan and the restrictions contained in Rule 901:10-2-14 of the
OAC. The permittee must amend the nutrient budget as necessary whenever the facility makes a change
from the Manure Management Plan in how it manages the location, method, timing, or frequency of tand
application. If there are changes, the Nutrient Budget must account for these changes and the revised
Nutrient Budget/Cropping schedule must be maintained in the operating record for the inspector’s review

Projected and Actual Crop Yields (Form 7A)

The projected crop yields for each field should already be set forth in the Total Nutrient Budget approved
in the Manure Management Plan. Is this projected or targeted yield would differ from the Plan, then this
should be recorded on Form 7A. Upon completion of harvest, the actual yieid for that field should be
recorded on Form 7A or a similar type form for the inspector’s review. Form 7A also allows the CAFF to
record the future years cropping plan and yields where multi-year application of manure is planned.

LAND APPLICATION (Form 7B1, 7B2 or 7B3) — Any of these forms (7B1, 7B2 or 7B3) may be utilized to
record appropriate information at the time of land application. In addition, an alternative form may be
utilized provided it is approved prior to use the ODA-LEPP.

The following information must be documented:

Sites. List or describe specific sites that are used for land application of manure. This includes land that
is owned and/or ieased by the owner/operator and other land that the owner/operator applies manure on

(i.e., land where the CAFF controls the application).

Best management practices,

1. Record all land application equipment that the owner or operator owns or has access to. This
equipment must be properly maintained and not leak. Periodic inspections for leaks are required.
Record the dates of inspections for leaks (see Form 2).

2. Record observations of the drain outlets for liquid manure flow during and after application of tiquid
manure to a land application site with subsurface drains.

3. Record the use of drain plugs or other devices when liquid manure is applied.

4. Record site inspections to inspect setbacks used to maintain vegetative cover and to protect stream
channels or areas adjacent to stream channels, and as required by Rule 901:10-2-14 of the OAC.

5. Record the date, rate, quantity, and method of application of the nutrient, and/or form and source of
manure, commercial fertilizer and/or other organic by-products.

Livestock Environmental Permitting
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Record total amount of nitrogen and phesphorus actually applied to each field, inciuding
documentation of calculations for the total amount applied.

Record the condition of the soil at the time of application including, but not limited to, available water
capacity and evidence of soil cracks and related information on soil conditions. Refer to the Available
Water Capacity Chart Appendix B of Rule 901:10-2-14 of the OAC for liquid manures.

Record the temperature conditions including weather conditions for 24 hours prior to manure
application, at the time of the application, and for the 24 hours after application. Refer to Internet
site: http://www. uswx.com/us/wx/oh/ and determine the percent chance of rain listed in the hour-by-
hour forecast. In the alternative, record the percent chance of rain or rain forecast published in your
area in a newspaper of general circulation. List any publicized weather report on rainfall accumulation.

Record the implementation dates of those best management practices necessary to reduce the risk of
nitrogen and phaosphorus runoff by crop rotation, cover crops, or residue management. Refer to
901:10-2-14 of the OAC and several of the appendices to this rute for information on how to calculate
the total amount of nitrogen and phosphorus to be applied to each field, how to calculate the rate of
application, and how to comply with setbacks.
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FORM 7A: CROPPING SCHEDULE: TARGET AND ACTUAL YIELDS

LAND APPLICATION CROPPING SCHEDULE

Soil Sample j Last Year’'s Crop: | This Year’s Crop: 2"¥ Year's Crop: 3" Year’s Crop:
Taken* i

Field Acres Projected [ Actual Projected Actual Projected | Actual Projected | Actual
ID/Year Yield Yield Yield Yield Yield Yield Yieid Yieid

{ i

1. The projected crop yield for each crop in each land application area shall be based on (a) soil
productivity information; (b) historical yield data; (c) potential yield; or (d) combinations of yield data.

2. An additional 10 percent may be added to the potential and/or historical yieids to account for
improvements in management and technology.

3. When historical yield data is not available a realistic yield may be based on local research or on yields
from similar soils and/or cropping systems in the area.

4. For new or potential crops or varieties, industry yield estimates may be used until actual yields are
available for documentation in the operating record.

5. Attach the soil tests to this section of the Operating Record. Be sure to identify each field per
each sample taken. Identify the laboratory method used to analyze the manure, which must
be Publication 221, "Recommended Chemical Soil Test Procedures for the North Central
Region; Published by the North Central Regional Committee on Soil Testing and Plant
Analysis (NCR-13), North Dakota Agricultural Experiment Station.”
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Date

Manure
Storage ID

Acres Covered

Application
Rate

Inject Incorp.
Surface

Soit Moisture
Condition

Rate of P20O5
Rate of N

Crop/Residue

Hauler's
Initials

Tile Outlets
Monitored/Blowout
Fixed

Setbacks
Observed

Forecast

Precipitation
During
Application

Precipitation
After
Application

Weather Wind
Speed and
Direction
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FORM 7B2: LAND APPLICATION FIELD INFORMATION:

LAND APPLICATION FIELD INFORMATION FORM

Date Manure Acres App. Inject Soif Hauler's Crop! The Tie Setbacks Forecast Precip. Precip. Weather | Temp. } Rateo! Rata of
Storage D Coversd Rate Incorp. Maisture Inltlais Residue Blowout Oullets Observed Ouring After Wind speed P,0s N
Surtace Condition Fixed? Monitored Appiication | Apphcation 8 direction peracre | peracre
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FORM 7B3: LAND APPLICATION FIELD INFORMATION:

LAND APPLICATION FIELD INFORMATION FORM

Date: { Time Start: | Time Stop: Applicator name:
Facility: Manure source: Type of manure? Species?
- (storage structure) Poulery Swine
Fieid ID: Satid  Sapnd  Liguid Bairs Beef
Method of Application: Egquipment Inspected and Manure incorporated? Date and type of
Spreader Irrigation calibrated? Yes No Incerporation:
Tank Dragline Yes Ne i
Total gallons or tons Application Rate Per Total Acres Applied To: Calculated Rate (gal/ac or
applied: Acre: toms/acre):
{ Tile Checks ~time/condition i Rate of P,Os Applied: Manure inspected and treated for
i Rate of N Applied: insects? Yes No NA |
Current Crop: Next Crop:
Residue type and % cover: Soil Saturation (Yo AWC):
Soil Cracks Present? Applied to frozen or snow covered ground? i
Tile Blowsut Present? Yes Na
Date and Time of Most Recent Forecast Problems or comments:
(attach copy)
Most recent Soil Test Values (provide units) N-NA ] P K
Most recent Manare analysis (provide units): N P K
Commercial Fertilizer Applied E N p K i
Actual precipitation ! Day 1 (manure app. day) Day 2 Date: Day 3 Date: [ Day 4 Date: I Day 5 Date:
after application. !
Setbacks are equal or greater than restrictions in Appendix A, Table 2 to rule 901:10-2-14  Yes No

Attach or draw field maps below with setbacks shown:
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FORM 9: MORTALITY MANAGEMENT PLAN

MORTALITY MANAGEMENT PLAN RECORD

Disposal methods for mortality must comply with Rule 901:10-2-15 of the OAC and the Mortality
Management Plan in the Permit to Operate. Use this form or another form pre-approved by the Director

to record the foliowing information:
1. The dates and times of inspection of each building.

2. The number of dead animals removed from each building.

3. The best management practices used to implement the proper and appropriate disposal of dead

livestock.

MORTALITY MANAGEMENT RECORD

Disposal Method:

T
| Location of Dispasai [

l

Location of Disposal

| (i.e.:of Number (i.e.: of Number
Date tandfill /rendering/etc) | Dead Date jandfill /rendering /etc) | Dead

S

Disposal Methods for Mortalities:

B = Burial on site; I = Incineration; R = Render; L = Landfill; C = Compost
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FORM 12: EMERGENCY SPILL REPORT FORM

EMERGENCY SPILL REPORT FORM
(OAC 901:10-2-16(A)(1)(a)(xii) and 901:10-2-17)

IN THE EVENT OF A DISCHARGE OR MANURE SPILLAGE, THE OWNER OR OPERATOR SHALL CONTACT
THE OHIO DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE BY TELEPHONE AS SOON AS POSSIBLE, BUT IN NO CASE
MORE THAN TWENTY-FOUR HOURS FOLLOWING FIRST KNOWLEDGE OF THE OCCURRENCE. USE THE
CONTACT INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE FACILITY'S EMERGENCY RESPONSE PLAN.

THE PERSON REPORTING THE DISCHARGE SHALL SUPPLY THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION TO
THE OHIO DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE:

List the times at which the discharge or manure spill occurred and was discovered.

List the approximate amount and the characteristics of the discharge or manure spiliage.

If applicabie list the waters of the State affected by the discharge or spillage.

List the circumstances which created the discharge or spillage.

List the names and phone numbers of persons who have knowledge of these circumstances.

List the steps taken to clean up the discharge or spillage.

List the names and telephone numbers of persons responsible for the cleanup.

Provide all Land Application Records that are relevant to the application period in which the spill
occurred. These records should also show any weather reports and rainfall events that may have

contributed to the spill or discharge.

®NO B W

IN ADDITION, THE OWNER OR OPERATOR SHALL ALSO FILE A WRITTEN REPORT OF THE OCCURRENCE IN
LETTER FORM WITHIN FIVE DAYS FOLLOWING FIRST KNOWLEDGE OF THE OCCURRENCE, UNLESS
OTHERWISE WAIVED BY THE DIRECTOR. THIS INFORMATION SHALL ALSO BE KEPT IN THE OPERATING
RECORD (A form is provided below). THIS REPORT SHALL OUTLINE THE ACTIONS TAKEN OR PROPOSED
TO BE TAKEN TO CORRECT THE PROBLEM AND TO ENSURE THAT THE PROBLEM DOES NOT RE-OCCUR.

SEE 901:10-2-17(A)(4)(d).

(The written report shall be sent to the following address: Ohio Department of Agriculture, Livestock
Environmental Permitting Program, 8995 East Main Street, Reynoldsbuig, Ohioc 43068.)
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FORM i2: EMERGENCY SPILL REPORT FORM CONTINUED

DATE AND TIME OF
! DISCHARGE/SPILL':

DATE AND TIME
DISCHARGE/SPILL DETECTED:

AMOUNT?:

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE
DISCHARGE OR MANURE
SPILLAGE?

LOCATION/WATER WAY
AFFECTED*:

SPILL OCCURRED BECAUSE:

NAMES/PHONE NUMBERS OF
PERSONS WITH KNOWLEDGE
OF SPILL

AGENCIES CONTACTED:

EQUIPMENT USED:

STEPS TAKEN TO CONTAIN
AND REMEDIATE THE SPILL:
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2/24/17 email, Attachment 1, attachment -- LAST PAGE
attachment file name: Askins 1.pdf

é NAMES/PHONE NUMBERS OF
PERSONS RESPONSIBLE FOR
THE CLEANUP

ACTIONS TAKEN/TO BE TAKEN
TO ENSURE PROBLEM DOES
NOT RE-OCCUR

Date report sent to Ohio Department of Agriculture:

Signature

Name (printed)

! Time: The time of the discharge or manure spill. If the discharge or spill was detected after it happened, give an
estimate of the time when the discharge or spill occurred.

¢ Amount: Give an estimate of the number of gallons or tons of manure, litter, or process wastewater discharged.
The date, time, and approximate volume of any discharge from the production area shall also be filed in the annual

report.

3 Characteristics: Provide other relevant information about the discharge, including the source, cause, compaosition
{e.g., emergency overfiow of process wastewater from lagoon #2), and impacts observed (e.g., fish kill in water

body).

4 Location: The location of any discharge to waters of the State. Be specific. Inciude the name of the water body,
and a specific description of where the manure, litter, or process wastewater entered the water body. Include
landmarks or other points of reference (e.g., Tnree Mile Creek, at southeast corner of feediot where creek bends to

the west).
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2/24/17 email, Attachment 2 -- FIRST PAGE
Attachment file name: RE: Follow-up Complaint re:- Land Company

Socha, Julianne

From: richard.bouder@epa.ohio.gov

Sent: Wednesday, December 07, 2016 9:57 AM

To:

Subject: RE: Follow-up Complaint re: il Land Company
Attachments: B 2 pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Second and final email.

From: Bouder, Richard

Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2016 9:13 AM

Wl emption 6 Wexemption 6|

Subject: RE: Follow-up Complaint re: [jiiilj Land Company

No problem jiillilll! Yes, | did receive your request from 10/17 and am waiting for a reply from the Division of Surface
Water. I'll contact you as soon as | receive a response back.

Thanks!
Rich

From: SR T
Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2016 11:25 PM

To: Bouder, Richard <richard.bouder@epa.ohio.gov>
Subject: RE: Follow-up Complaint re jjjiiilj Land Company

Hi Richard,

Thanks so much for your reply. | do have another public records request pending from October 17, Please let me
know if it wasn’t forwarded to you.

| appreciate all your help!

From: richard.bouder@epa.ohio.gov [mailto:richard.bouder@epa.ohio.gov]
Sent: Monday, October 31, 2016 11:43 AM

To: darla.peelle@epa.ohio.gov;

Cc: Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov; web.requests@epa.ohio.gov

Subject: RE: Follow-up Complaint re: jjiiiljLand Company

Good morning [N

| checked with the Division of Surface Water and we do not have any records in response to your request below for up-
to-date soil sample/manure analyses documents.

Please let me know if you need any additional information.



Thank you,

Richard Bouder

Public Records Manager

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
Office of the Director

Lazarus Government Center

P.O. Box 1049

Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049

(614) 644-2782
richard.bouder@epa.ohio.gov

From: Peelle, Darla

Sent: Friday, October 28, 2016 9:50 AM

To: SRS

Cc: Wilson, Rick <Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov>; EPA Web Requests <web.requests@epa.ohio.gov>; Tebbe, Patricia
<patricia.tebbe@epa.ohio.gov>; Bouder, Richard <richard.bouder@epa.ohio.gov>

Subject: RE: Follow-up Complaint re: [jjijiiiiljLand Company

Importance: High

Good morning Sl —

Thank you for letting us know about [lEEEEE <xrerience. | tried to reach him this morning, but my call
went to voicemail, so | left a message that included an apology and my contact information. I'm sorry i}
I fe't his concerns were dismissed. | don’t know who he may have spoken with, but to the best of my
knowledge it wasn’t the Public Interest Center where | work, and Pat Tebbe also let me know that she didn’t
receive a call from him.

| have forwarded |l complaint to Rick Wilson in the Division of Surface Water in Ohio EPA’s
Central Office, here in Columbus. As you know, most CAFO issues are regulated by the Ohio Department of
Agriculture, but Rick is still Ohio EPA’s contact for those concerns under our authority.

Please keep in mind that | am always available as Ohio EPA’s point of contact for northwest Ohio and I'm
happy to provide assistance at any time. I'll be sure to let | il know this when he returns my call. If |
can provide further assistance, please don’t hesitate to contact me directly.

Best regards,
Derta

Darla L. Peelle

Ohio EPA | Public Involvement Coordinator
Northwest and Southwest District Offices
Phone: (614) 644-2160

Fax: (614) 644-3727

www.epa.ohio.gov

ﬂ hio
Ohio Environmental

Protection Agency




2/24/17 email , Attachment 2 -- LAST PAGE
Attachment file name: RE: Follow-up Complaint re:-Land Company

From: T S
Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2016 8:44 PM

To: EPA Web Requests <web.requests@epa.ohio.gov>
Cc: Tebbe, Patricia <patricia.tebbe@epa.ohio.gov>; 'Batey, Benjamin' <BBatey@co.wood.oh.us>
Subject: Follow-up Complaint re: [jjiiiliLand Company

To Whom It May Concern:

| just received a call from SEIEIEIEIIEE ECIEEIEE \Veston, OH — (SENEIEREN- He said he tried

to submit a complaint and/or a request an investigation yesterday into what he believed to be unlawful land
applications of manure by the jiilij Land Company in Wood County. [jjjiili said they were applying manure
sludge quite heavily last Wednesday the day before that area received over 1” of rain on Thursday. [ijlilisaid
he spoke with Ohio EPA employees, but did not receive a definitive answer and felt like his concerns were
dismissed.

e Would someone please investigate [Sijlllilli complaint? You can reach him at the phone number above if
there is no record of his call.

Please see the attached 2012 Ohio EPA Inspection Report for the [SESHEEEREE Dairy — now the jjjjilj Land
Company. This Report specifically states on page 3 that no manure was supposed to be applied unless up-to-
date soil samples and manure analyses are obtained. | regularly submit requests for the [Eiilliiil§ Dairy/Dairy
Acquisition 1/SSHIEEEEE D=irv/illlll Land Company public records, however, | don’t believe | have ever
received copies of up-to-date soil samples or manure analyses. | also have a copy of a December 2015 Director’s
Final Findings and Orders that “noted the lack of a Manure Management Plan (“MMP”) for the Facility, as
required by the NPDES permit.”

e Would someone please investigate |F jjiilij has submitted up-to-date soil and samples or manure
analyses. If so, would you please send me copies under Ohio’s Public Records Laws?

e Would someone also investigate how this NPDES-permitted CAFO can operate without a valid Manure
Management Plan as required by the NPDES permit?

| appreciate your assistance with my concerns.
Respectfully,

Cygnet, OH 43413



2/24/17 email, Attachment 2, attachment -- FIRST PAGE
Attachment file name: - 2.pdf

July 24, 2016
Director Craig W. Butler
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

50 West Town Street, Suite 700
Columbus, Ohlo 43215

CERTIFIED MAIL

Verified Complaint against - Land Company LLC
Hes!on, !!!o i!!!!

RE:  Ohio EPA NPDES Permit No: 21K00023*BD

Dear Director Butler:

As authorized under Ohio Law, I am submitting for your prompt review and enforcement this Verified
Complaint on my behalf and also on behalf ofem We are asking the Ohio Environmental

Protection Agency (OEPA) to investigate alleged violations of NPDES regulations detailed herein regarding
Land Company, LLC [Dairy], fka Dairy, is located on

the above-named NPDES-permitted dairy in Wood County.

* —, near Weston, Ohio,
in Liberty Township, Wood County and is in the Lower Maumee Watershed. The nearest stream to the
facility is an unnamed tributary of West Branch Tontogany Creek. The subsequent stream network includes
Tontogany Creek, Maumee River, and ultimately to Lake Erie. According to the September 2004 Findings
of Violation by the EPA ~ “pollutants discharged from the production area...would eventually reach Lake
Erie.” Also, the Tontogany Creek flows into the Maumee River just upstream from the intake for the
Bowling Green City Water Treatment Plant.

This Complaint alleges: 1) Land Company has an NPDES Permit with no valid manure management
plan in violation of the OEP ES permit program, and 2) this owner was applying manure on a field at
the southwest corner of ﬂ yesterday in viofation of OEPA orders.

BACKGROUND - EICISEERICEI o-<rcd Bl Dairy LLC approximately 14 years ago with

cows. .
e The OEPA issued a Discharge Violation letter on August 16, 2004; however, OEPA did not actually

approve the NPDES Permit for this Dairy until 2011. AgStar Financial Services, PCA foreclosed on

Dairy and the H abandoned this facility soon thereafter.

. e Ohio Department of Agriculture approved a state permit to expand to [ dairy cows in 3uly
2007,

+ Dairy Acquisition 1 LLC was formed in 2011 by an AgStar member and this LLC became the owner
of Dairy in July 2011. The NPDES Permit was transferred to Dairy Acquisition 1 LLC in late
2011,

o The OEPA approved a transfer of the NPDES Permit from Dairy Acquisition 1 LLC to

in July 2012 as operators of the _(Dairy but Dairy Acquisition 1 LLC remained the
owner of the facility. removed his livestock from this facility in March 2014 after being

charged with several serious violations.
¢ Dairy Acquisition 1 LLC sold this Dairy to [jjjjiilijtand Company LLC in August 2014.

MANURE MANAGEMENT PLAN - According to the NPDES Permit available on the OEPA website - “(2) As
on | later than Jan 19, 2012 Dai LC shall in_develo nt n

ated Ma n ent ich meets the requirements of t 8 F | CAFQ Rule and this
permit. It is acceptable to develop the Manure Management Plan which would be included as part of a
renewal of the Permit-to-Operate issued to Dairy LLC by the Ohio Department of Agriculture.”




According to the public documents listed on the attached timeline, none of the subsequent
owners/operators of this Dairy has ever submitted an “updated Manure Management Plan which meets the
requirements of the 2008 Federal CAFO Rule.” In addition, the ODA permit and MMP expired in 2012 plus
this MMP was for -cows so it was never relevant for this j}-head dairy. According to my public
records requests for copies of an updated MMP -~ the OEPA has no records responsive to my request.

EPA COMPLIANCE EVALUATION INSPECTION REPORT - On January 23, 2013, EPA sent a Compliance
Evaluation Inspection Report to wbecause records were not maintained on site - e.g. weekly
operating levels of manure storage facilities and representative soil samples of the manure land
application fields, EPA also noted “It appears that a new Manure Management Plan P) has no

een deve for the site and it appears that you may not have manure distribution agreements with
focal landowners. No records of manure analyses or soil samples for land application fields were available

at_the dalry at the ti f i ion.”

Most importantly, this Inspection Report stated ~ "N nure should be applied t: ields unless up-to-
soi i nd manuyr | " It is incomprehensible that these orders could be

ignored merely because OEPA transferred the NPDES Permit to yet another owner/operator.

CONCLUSION - and I request that OEPA initiate an investigation into the serious issues alleged in
this Complaint and bring appropriate enforcement proceedings - including the immediate stoppage of all
future manure applications. This facility presents an imminent threat to Lake Erie and to public health.

Thank you in advance for your prompt attention and resolution of this Complaint. and I are prepared
to assist you and your employees with the expeditious resolution of the issues in this Verified Complaint

and will provide you with any additional information you may require. We also request that you
periodically advise us of your Agency’s progress in resolving this matter.

The undersigned, being first duly sworn and cautioned, state that the facts and allegations of the above
complaint are true to the best of our knowledge.

Signhed:

Signed:

eston, 10

Notary Verification
on July ,29%, 2016, the above-named individuals, m and m, appeared
before me and, after being duly cautioned and sworn, acknowledg efore me that the information above
is true and correct and that they affixed their true signatures hereto.
s . ‘\||lh,l"
Notary Public 6/2/1(/ /@&% z X .%);-,J';-{!é’;c
- ”~ 2 s

U . ! . SN Z
My Commission Expires Ll / 9\(//9/20/ % * S

Wty

03

&6 GAIL DeWITTE
. f*  Notary Public, State of Ohio
: 520" My Commission
cc:  Wood County Commissioners : EQ'.{}“ gl Expration 20/(8
Cheryl Burdett, Region 5 CAFO Program Manager wiut
Barbara VanTil-, US EPA Chief, Water Enforcement and Compliance Assurance Branch

[ 3]



Cygnet, Ohio 43413

June 28, 2016

Ms. Cathy Alexander, Water Quality Manager
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

P.O. Box 1049

Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049

RE: jjiij-and Company LLC (fka [l Dairy LLC) NPDES Permit

Dear Cathy,

The purpose of this letter Is to request your Investigation into the -: Land Company LLC NPDES Permit,
fka rMDairy, Dairy Acquisition 1, and [SEEEEIEO-1rv. 1 am sure you deal with many problem

per| ions but this particular Permit has a long history of unresolved problems. In addition to
several owner/operators, this Dairy has had numerous violations. According to the Permit, the MMP was
not created in accordance with the conditions of the permit and has never met the requirements of the
2008 Federal CAFO Rule yet it has been transferred to various owners/operators over the past five years.

Attached is a timeline I drafted from public records obtained from your Office, U.S. EPA, and other
sources. As you know, and I submitted a Verified Complaint two years ago regarding this
Dairy. After I received Ws&ﬁ\dminlstrative Orders in October 2015, I emailed Ohio EPA attorney
Peter Simcic questioning several issues in the Complaint that were not addressed. However, the Director
issued his Final Findings and Orders in December 2015 and he only addressed the winter application issue,
Therefore I would respectfully ask you to investigate the following unresoived issues:

1. NO VALID MMP - November 13, 2015 - Please see the attached email stream with Ohio EPA Richard
Bouder in response to my public records request for a copy of the updated MMP. He replied that “I
checked with our Division of Surface Water again and they indicated they do not have any
records in response to your request.” Cathy, I'm sure you agree it is totally unacceptable that
this NPDES-permitted facility has never had a valid MMP/NMP. Your CAFO NPDES permit
application states that three forms must be completed and submitted “with a complete manure

ﬂement plan.” Your Office accepted the MMP in the ODA PTO in 2009 even though it wai'
e

cows - but Dairy never expanded so this ODA MMP was never relevant for the

ad Dairy plus it ed. How can this CAFO have an NPDES Permit with no NMP/MMP?

2. OHIO EPA ORDERS - August 29, 2012, Ohio EPA letter - “No manure should be applied to any
fields unless up-to-date soil samples and manure analyses are obtained.” There are
numerous documents listed in the attached timeline stating that the - Dairy has pever had
a valid Manure Management Plan (MMP) that “is created in accordance with this permit and which
meets the requirements of the 2008 Federal CAFO Rule.” Please check, but as far as I can tell,
there have been no updated soil samples or manure analyses submitted to Ohio EPA - at least
these records were not made availabie in response to my public records requests. Nevertheless,
owners/operators have been spreading manure for years. This seems to violate the conditions in
the August 2012 Ohio EPA order. I have pictures of them spreading last year If you need evidence.

1



To make matters even worse, it appears - Land Company Is currently installing a traveiling
pivot manure irrigator in the field directly south of the Dairy site. This would unquestionably
violate the conditions of your August 2012 Order and could pose a new health threat to local
residents. I have pictures of this current construction if you cannot get an inspector to come to the
site. Is an m Ohj A monitoring t ratio k e they are lyin

manure?

. CLOSURE VIOLATIONS - August 11, 2011, attached Ohio EPA email stating “It has been our

experience that bankrupt dairies are sold relatively quickly. So, we tend to give some flexibility in
terms of closure requirements but the other requirements of the NPDES permits remain in effect.”
Cathy, according to the Wood County Recorder’s Office, this dairy was not actually sold until
July 2014. The bank foreclosed on [l in July 2011 so that means the bank still owned it for
three years. Therefore, it was not “sofd relatively quickly” - although there have been other

subsequent “operators”. Please ipv termi ity of ing the N osure
regulations to be totally ignored for three vears, especially since much of the manure from before
Dal | emains in the re la e yea t

- WATER WELL TESTING. Although Health Departments have duties under the Ohio Revised Code to

abate nuisances, they cannot do their jobs because NPDES Permits lack any Information about the
locations of the manure application fields. The Clean Water Act repeatedly mandates “field-specific”
and “site-specific” information in the NMP/MMP,

According to the ODA PPT presentation at the public hearing prior to permit approval - they
approved the existing manure pond even though it violated their regulation that required 15 feet of
low permeable material from the aquifer to the bottom of the pond, ODA admitted in the PPT that
the approximate separation distance from the ponds amounted to only 8.5 feet of low permeable

material.

Ohio Health Departments also have duties to abate “a nuisance caused by defiling & well or body of
running water.” The fka -Dairy manure pond has contained untreated animal waste for the
past 14 years. Attached is an article published by the National Farmers Unlon in which they claim
clay liners in CAFO manure lagoons can seep millions of gallons of wastewater into the soil each
year and contaminate drinking water supplies. The Health Department tested dozens of water
wells for residents who lived in the vicinity of the Dairy and /or the manure fields back in 2001.
Unfortunately, they lack the funding to do follow-up testing at th:s tlme §_m_c_e__0_b_|g_E_A_h__

EPA ter well testin

Also, I've spoken with some of the local residents and they are very troubled about what could
happen should there be unsafe Ievels of contaminants in thelr well water ﬂgu_g_ng,g__

. It appears the Land Company LLC NPDES Permit available on the Ohio EPA webslte expired
in February 2015. ould ermi ince ] nure e
: - Sea Was ne s RISE d _of and t J 240 = <
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7. Asyou know, U.S. EPA has never approved the ODA’s application for the transfer of NPDES CAFO
authority. According to Ohio EPA Melinda Harris’ June 2005 letter, "The ODA review and approval
process of the plans for the state program cannot be counted for the requirements of the federal
program because ODA is not the authorized NPDES permitting authority, and because the plans
developed according to ODA'’s rules...do not meet the minimum requirements of the NPDES

requirements.” Has Obhio EPA allowed CAFOs to incorporate ODA MMPs .
NPDES Permits and if so, how do you justify this in light of Ms. Harris’ clear directive?

8. Ohio’s CAFO/AFO Program Summary states that “Every operation with a NPDES or state permit
must develop and implement a slte-specific manure management plan (MMP).” Many/most ODA
MMPs now utilize the Distribution & Utilization method of manure management. D&U MMPs contain
little, if any, site-specific data. To be clear, manure application fields are no longer identified in
ODA MMPs, there are no soil tests, no cropping schedules, plus there Is no “nutrient management
plan based on a field-specific assessment of the potential for nitrogen and phosphorus transport
from the field and that addresses the form, source, amount, timing, and method of application of

nutrients on each fleld to achieve realistic production goals, while minimizing nitrogen and
phosphorus movement to surface waters”- as clearly required by the Clean Water Act. Please
e QDA MMPs that utilize D& | NPDES Permi

9. other Qhio EPA NPDE rmi d pro| jlar to a listing fi
iry?

10. io EPA transferred NPDES Permits to oth operators wi alid MMPs?

I'm sure you agree that the attached listing of violations and problems should be addressed as soon as
possible especially since your September 15, 2014 Order warned that the pollutants from thi iry
“would eventually reach Lake Erie”. I feel there is a sense of urgency for you to contact the Land
Company since they are assembling a travelling pivot manure irrigator that would be in violation of Ohio
EPA’s July 2012 Order which prohibited any additional land application of manure. 1 appreciate your
speedy investigation and resolution of these troubling issues.

Respectfully submitted,

Attachments

cc: Wood County Commissioners
Ben Batey — Wood County Health Department
U.S. Senator Sherrod Brown
State Senator Randy Gardner
State Representative Tim Brown
U.S. EPA Region 5 Chery! Burdett
Ohio EPA Patricia Tebbe - BG



UI (0] ! LAND COMPANY
OHIO'S SPLIT CAFO PERMITTING SCHEME

To the best of my ability, the following Is a timeline of numerous events and actions related to one Dairy
CAFO in Wood County, formerly known as [l Dairy. according to the public records I have obtained
over the years. Please note that some of these transactions were acknowledged in EPA reports and/or
Orders, however, I did not actually receive copies of these documents as part of my public records
requests.

Piease note that no “updated” MMP has ever been developed and no “updated” MMP has ever been
submitted to OEPA - yet OEPA has transferred this NPDES Permit three times. The manure pond still
contains manure "that was generated while the operation was a CAFO” and therefore, has clearly been in
violation of the NPDES Permit since [jjllllll§ Dairy was closed in July 2011 - almost five years ago.

2002

June 2002 m -a -head CAFF was developed by [EiSIISMSIRg 3!y Development and

occupied near Weston In [l Township, Wood County, Ohio.

2002

November 2003 - U.S. EPA and OEPA inspected [Jillll§ Dairy and observed a discharge of poliutants.
2004

August 16, 2004 - OEPA issued a Discharge Violation Letter that stated was defined as a medium
CAFO due to the discharge and ordered them to obtain an NPDES Permit. “As soon as possible, but In_no
case | han 30 days receipt of thi , please submit the application forms...”

September 15, 2004 - U.S. EPA Findings of Violation and Order for Compliance to cease all unauthorized

discharges and implement BMPs, This Violation letter also warned that pollutants discharged from the

production area and from the facility’s storm water system would ggg#;ggux reach Lake Erle.
letter to OEPA in reply to August 16™ letter - “we currently anticipate

September 15, 2004 - q
being able to submit the completed NPDES applications by October 15, 2004.”
November 31 [sic], 2004 - U.S. EPA Application for NPDES permit for mature dairy cows.
o Please note that this application stated there was no NMP “being implemented by the
facility” but also stated that the NMP was “currently being reviewed by ODA.”

2005
January 12, 2005 - OEPA public notice of NPDES application for [jjjiiiiljcows.
June 21, 2005 - OEPA Melinda Harris letter to all pending CAFO NPDES applications - “The ODA review

da rocess of the ns for the state pr not be coun r uirements of t
QDA is no itti i

April 20, 2007 - ODA Public Notice for the expansion permit from cows to “cows. According to
the Fact Sheet, the PTI included the construction of two additiona -cow freestall dairy barns and a
new earthen manure storage pond that would store 16.0 million gallons of manure.

May 30, 2007 - ODA Public Meeting

July 18, 2007 - ODA issued the Responsiveness Summary to public comments.

July 19, 2007 - ODA approved the expansion permit for H COWS.

2009
September 18, 2009 - OEPA NPDES Fact Sheet for the * Dairy LLC.
November 23, 2009 — OEPA information session for the NPDES Permit held in BG. OEPA accepted ODA’s

MMP for-cows as a valid NMP.



o How could OEPA have conducted a “meaningful review” for the completeness and sufficiency
of the ODA’s MMP since this Dairy never housed [Jilp dairy cows?

o MDalry LLC currently has a manure management plan developed through the Ohio

nt of Agriculture jn_accordance with its Permit to Operate” - but was it in

accordance with NPDES regulations?

o “Land applied manure shall be managed in accordance with the Manure Management Plan
and requirements of the NPDES permit.”

NOTE: I have submitted many public records requests to OEPA for this Dairy’s documents but

OEPA has not furnished any annual reports that have detailed the total amount of manure

removed, the total number of acres for land application, nor the manure distribution records.

The Annual Reports show very random data but no proof that any of these numbers are

legitimate.

2010
February 4, 2010 - OEPA issued the NPDES Permit (according to June 23, 2010 letter)

March 1, 2010 — OEPA NPDES Permit because effective (according to June 23, 2010 letter)

June 23, 2010 ~ OEPA NOV to(F- No water quality sampling and no soil tests.

November 9, 2010 - AgStar filed a foreclosure lawsuit. The total of the four Notes was $3.6 million - the
loan required interest only payments beginning on August 1, 2008 then “any unpaid balance...was due In
its entirety on the maturity date [July 1, 2009].”

November 10, 2010 - Dairy filed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy protection but this filing was later dismissed

by the Court.

2010 Annual Report ~ Number of dairy cows = [JJ}. No manure produced / 5,100 tons and
4,883,700 gallons land applied to 2,630 acres in MMP plus 795 acres under control of CAFO.

2011

January 3, 2011 - OEPA NOV to - no Discharge Monitoring Report for November 2010.

July 1, 2011 -~ OEPA APPROVE DAIRY NPDES PERMIT. This permit stated under Part
1, C - SCHEDULE OF COMPLIANCE 1. AGEMENT PLAN - A, sible, but no fate
than July 19, 20312 Dajry LLC must develop and begin implementation of an updated Manure

Management Plan thal is created in accordance wi his permit and which meets the requirements_of the
2008 Federal CAFQ Rule. (3) As soon as possible but no later than June 19, 2012, the updated Manure
Management Plan shall be submitted to OEPA, Central Office, Division of Surface Water for review and
availability to the public, Under (2) “It is ¢ pta : B L Pla
be included as part of a renewal of the Permit-to-Operate
Department of Agriculture.” Under N. - In the event that
is no longer a CAFO, this permit shall remain effective until the permittee demonstrates to the satisfaction
of the Director that there is no remaining potential for a discharge of manure that was generated while the
operation was a CAFO...Al It be proper i in the case of facill

¢ : . hall be properly closed.”
July 8, 2011 - OEPA letter to F - no Discharge Monitoring Report for May 2010.
July 8, 2011 - QDA Shutdown Plan for - Dairy, LLC stated that “all manure and loose feed will be
applied on to cropland according to the current Manure Management Plan {MMP).”

~July 2011 - the cows were removed, the equipment was sold, and the deed was transferred to the lending

institution - Dairy Acquisition I, LLC “in lieu of foreclosure”. The manure pond was lowered one foot
below freeboard by running a line across _ Road and spreading the manure on a fleld west of the

Dairy.

August 11, 2011 - OEPA emall response to my inquiry about [l failure to empty the manure pond -
b N our experie h t dairies are sold relati ickly. So, we tend iv m
flexibility in terms of closure requirements but the other requirements of the NPDES permits remain in

effect.”

Fall 2011 - The ODA and OEPA permits were transferred to DAIRY Acgy_;,s;ngﬁ il “ir the lending
institution. The MMP stated “As soon as possible, but no later than July 19, 2012, Dairy LLC
must develop and begin implementation of an updated MMP that is created in accordance with this permit
and which meets the requirements of the 2008 Federal CAFO Rule.”




September 2, 2011 - Exemption from real property conveyance fee from [lIRtC Dalry Acquisition 1-
"That no money was exchanged in consideration for the Deed.”

2011 Anpual Report - Number of dairy cows = 3,820 tons and 3,832,500 gallons
produced. Total land covered by MMP shows 3, acres and -0- acres under control of CAFO.

Land applied 3,920 tons and 3,832,500 galions.

2012
July 5, 2012 - Wood County Commissioners letter requesting clarification from QEPA and QDA regarding

the full manure pond which appeared to violate NPDES and ODA regulations.
July 6, 2012 OEPA transferred the NPDES Permit to “while Daijry Acquisition
LL
July 17, 2012 - QDA Director Daniels replied to W.C. Commissioners that the facility was inspected on July
2™ - manure levels “are within permitted levels” and “the facllity was being properly maintained.” NOTE:
Compare ODA's response with OEPA’s August 29, 2012 Report below of their July 30% inspection that
included many serious issues, including vegetatlon onh the Iagoon penmeter, madequate containment for
snlage leachate, etc. Also note OF W] . 3
d not repl issi
July 19, 2012 - ODA PERMIT TO EXPAND EXPIRED
July 21, 2012 - Someone delivered a few cows,
August 13, 2012 - my letter to US EPA Cheryl Burdett - manure pond not properly closed. OEPA and ODA
both denying responsibility.
August 29, 2012 - OEPA Letter re: Inspectaon Report for July 30 inspection — ﬂg_mwmgym
: d

Complamts included ; M_Lﬁﬁéﬂwm .as required by the NPDES permlt/ not

maintaining records / not enough storage / buildup of solids in manure lagoon / mow and controi
vegetation / inadequate containment for silage leachate / aboveground fuel storage tanks above minimum
threshold of rules, etc. "As soon as possible, but no later than October 1, 2012, you should submit a
plan of action to this Office which demonstrates your anticipated manure distributions or applications this
coming Fall - plus an updated MMP,

August 30, 2012 - EPA Tinka Hyde's reply to August 13 letter ~ “facility is currently considered
operational, and is not required to close its storage structures at this time.” Contrary to Ms. Hyde's
response, the NPDES Permit regulations seem to be very clear - “In the event that this facility Is closed
for production purposes...all manure shall be properly disposed of...[and] the manure storage...shall be
properly closed.” Obviously, EPA could avoid compliance with NPDES regulations “altogether by not taking
any action”. If EPA keeps transferring this Dalry to other entities, there would never be any action taken
to force anyone to comply with the closure regulations that should have been triggered when

closed the facility in 2011. Instead, EPA keeps kicking the manure can down the road.

November 20, 2012 — A NOV was sent as a follow up to the August 29, 2012 letter. OEPA again
requested an update within 14 days.

December 4, 2012, the USPEA conducted an inspection. “An MMP and records associated with the MMP
were not contalned onsite as required by the NPDES permit.”

2012 Annual Report - Number of dairy cows = - 2,000 tons and 1.25 M gallons of manure
produced. Zero tons and zero gallons of manure land applied.

2013
January 23, 2013 - US EPA letter to re<‘1uestini an updated MMP “by July 12, 2012" and also

documenting other problems with the Permit said the waste holding ponds had been
assessed this fall to ensure enough storaie caiam is maintained for the winter.” “Manure is not

transfe - i said he maintained some of the records in his head.”
“The nutrient management plan was not furnished to EPA aﬂ:er the mspectlon as requested. EPA hs
: t date 1P _ha ; B ted §

ce with the 2008 |
February 1, 2013 - erote to US EPA stating - all manure “j
nd is not bemg land applred by the Dalry oF on any of the land identified in
il s 1 Mmanure .

in another coynty a

the farm'’s current MmMp_"



July 12, 2013 - an additional NOV from OEPA indicated failure to submit a 2013 Annual Report as required
under the NPDES permit.

2013 Annual Report -~ none submitted.

2014

January 23, 2014 - I took pictures of [jiiiljsrreading manure on snow-covered fields adjacent to the
barns and submitted a complaint.

January 24, 2014 - OEPA inspected the Facility in response to my complaint of land application of manure
onto frozen and snow covered fields. They found that manure was land applied from January 21 through
January 25 and also that the settling basin was full and frozen.

January 29, 2014 - OEPA Notice of Violation for land application of manure onto frozen and snow
covered ground on four days in January. This Notice also documented requirements to maintain a
minimum of one foot of freeboard at all times / problems maintaining the settling basin to prevent land
application on frozen ground / manure storage structures were not emptied to provide sufficient storage
capacity of manure through winter / water quality samples must be collected. etc. Please note that the
MMP stated “As soon as possible, o late BEEERIE- iy LLC must develop and
begin implementation of an updated Manure Management Plan that is created In accordance with this
permit and which meets the requirements of the 2008 Federal CAFO Rule.” It also stated that “the

e Managem Pl P) incl wi the Permit-to- ¢ e io Department of
riculture on Jul through issuance is NPDES permilt is inc d ition of this
NPDES permit.,” This ODA permit expired on July 19, 2012.
February 4, 2014 - ODNR SWCD letters to H, Dairy Acquisition 1 and Taft Service Solutions.
During an investigation - "I discovered that the san settling basin was over its storage capacity and
appeared to have been overflowing for several weeks.” Thi er suggested i “advisable to
ise the freeboard” ig the holdin ! (Wouldn't this be in violation of the NPDES Permit?) It

also detailed several other very serious problems and suggested “hauling manure offsite to another
storage facility or waste water treatment plant.”

February 10 and 12, 2014 - ODNR SWCD letters regarding overflow from manure storage structure. “You
indicated to us tha as _hindered ma i e ability tg ‘
willing to accept manure application.” Also “By Auqust 1, 2014 - was supposed to pr
to Wood SWCD with soll tests. “Your operation is subject to escalated enforcement actions.”
March 20, 2014 ~ OEPA received a complaint which reported that manure from the Facility was

discharging into themwtch. OEPA responded and found a tile discharging manure from the
production area...int: roadside ditch,

March 21, 2014 - OEPA Notice of Violation to que to failure to submit a 2013 Annual Report.
This Report also stated “The solid settling pond was found to be overflowing and the manure storage

lagoon was at or near its limit. The manure was found to have been stockpiled in the silage bunkers and
was leaching into the production area and nearby fieids. Also, dead livestock was observed being

composted into the production area.”
March 26, 2014 - An NOV was Issued for the tile discharges and it requested the steps that would be

taken to prevent another discharge and restore the facility to compliance.

April 8, 2014 - OEPA received a discharge prevention plan that the tiles associated with the March 20
discharge event were piugged.

April 28, 2014 - Another field tile was found seeping manure from the production area.

May 2014? - vacated facility.

May 30, 2014 - - and I submitted a Verified Complaint No. VC14013WO01VC to

OEPA.
June 25, 2014 - Consultant contacted QEPA and reported that 720,000 gallons of liquid manure had been

removed and hauled to Campbell’s Biodigester.
June 27, 2014 - OEPA replied that their Legal Office reviewed the V.C. and it was found to be valid. In

response, OEPA commenced an investigation.

July 22, 2014 - Facility soid at auction.
August 26, 2014 - OEPA transferred the NPDES Permit to [l LAND COMPANY. The NPDES Permit
on the OEPA website shows: “as soon a 10 later than Ju 2 Pa




da e with thi rtand wh ch : the requiremen 08 Federa CAFQ Rule.
November 25, 2014 - DIRECTOR'S ORDERS issued - [{iill§was ordered to pay $6,120 for civil penalties.

could appeal to ERAC.
ual R - Number of dairy cows = . 6,399/01 tons of manure transferred.

6,340 tons and 4,876,000 gallons applied to 764.6 acres in MMP. 6,399.01 tons to

BioGas LLC.
o Please note - Biogas is already taking manure from another nearby dairy CAFO
and manure from Dalry was NOT approved in [ERCIISMSIENM MP/NMP.

2015
February 28, 2015 - OEPA NPDES Modlfication Expiration Date. OEPA provided no new NPDES Permit

when I requested all updated documents.
March 12, 2015 - OEPA letter to "Taft Service Solutions Corp.” regarding the Proposed Administrative

Orders for Dairy Acquisition 1, LLC - Dairy.
March 12, 2015 - OEPA letter to regarding the Proposed Administrative Orders and civil
penaity.

March 18, 2015 - my letter to U.S. EPA Adm. McCarthy asking for an investigation into the failure of the
OEPA to act on violations of an NPDES Permit as detailed in our V.C. I questioned the “tortuous
split/phased CAFO permitting programs in Ohio.”
March 30, 2015 - I received another letter from OEPA that our V.C. was found to be a valid V.C and that
the Central Office had completed its “thorough investigation and OEPA was currently in negotiations with
the Respondents to address the violations.
April 7, 2015 - US EPA letter to me regarding my March 18 letter regarding the failure of OEPA to act on
potential violations of the FDairy NPDES permit.
September 24, 2015 - OEPA letter with the “"proposed” Director’s Final Findings and Order.
October 7,'2015 - I emailed OEPA attorney Simcic and asked why the “Proposed Administrative Orders”
stated that OEPA was finalizing the Orders since the Orders did not address many serious issues detailed
in our V.C. I also questioned “the lack of a Manure Management Plan for this Facllity” since the current
owner was currently applying manure to some nearby fields.
October 15, 2015, OEPA attorney Simcic letter to me — “Ohio EPA will follow up on your concerns
regarding the lack of a manure management plan from the new owner and verify that any land application
of manure will occur in an appropriate manner.”

o I have received no follow-up on my concerns in the past eight months.
December 9, 2015 - OEPA Director’s Final Findings and Orders to our V.C. The Final Orders “noted the
lack of a Manure Management Plan (“MMP") for the Facility, as required by the NPDES permit.”
2015 Annual Report -~ none submitted.

Last updated - June 15, 2016 (2016 public records have not yet been requested.)
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Wilson, Rick

R . N
From: Lane, Matthew
Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2016 11:20 AM
To: A Wilson, Rick
Subject: RE: Spill 2060-0-Wood County NPDES permitted [jjiiiliiDairy.
Attachments: meteogram20161019-07.png; Capture.PNG; Capture2.PNG

Attached are pics from my personal archive of NOAA foecasts. This forecast is for Portage, OH, which is ~4miles
from the site.

I'll give you a call.

From: Wilson, Rick

Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2016 11:09 AM

To: Lane, Matthew

Subject: RE: Spill 2060-0-Wood County NPDES permitted [jjijiijDairy.

Good morning Matt:
Based on a phone call | just received from the complainant, | learned the following:
This complaint below was associated with jjjjjiljL.and Company, LLC which is a dairy — with a CAFO permit.

| would like to see the forecast. If Wood County SCWD has it. | will also be asking the permittee for records on this land
application event.

Id like to discuss this dairy and some of the background goings-on with you and Wood SWCD. Please let me know when we can
do that at your earliest convenience.

Thanks Matt.
~rick

From: Wilson, Rick

Sent: Monday, October 24, 2016 8:35 AM

To: Taylor, Todd <Todd.Taylor@epa.ohio.gov>
Subject: FW: Spill 2060-0

In case you track these. Below id the ODA response ...

From: Lane, Matthew

Sent: Friday, October 21, 2016 4:42 PM

To: Wilson, Rick <Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov>
Subject: RE: Spill 2060-0

Wood SWCD investigated. Some manure was applied to < 5ac. There was >1" of rain overnight 10/19-20, but
there was not a >50% of >0.5" of precip. in the forecast. According to investigation:

Operation is in compliance with all regulations regarding manure application. This field is highly unlikely
to discharge any pollutants under current conditions. The operator is well-versed in the BMPs that
minimize risk of manure runoff. :

Thanks for forwarding the complaint.



From: Wilson, Rick

Sent: Friday, October 21, 2016 11:49 AM
To: Lane, Matthew; Ety, Andrew
Subject: Fwd: Spill 2060-0

FYL

Begin forwarded message:

From: EPA ERFAX ER <erfax.er@epa.ohio.gov>

" Date: October 21, 2016 at 10:48:14 AM EDT
To: "Wilson, Rick" <Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov>, EPA ERFAX ER <erfax.er@epa.ohio.gov>
Subject: Fw: Spill 2060-0

Attached is a courtesy copy of an incident report that may interest your program. This communication is
informational. This is not a referral nor is it a request for SME support.

The Duty Officer will distribute a red email to Program and District Chiefs if the incident meets ER’s red email
criteria and ER actually responds to the scene.

DO Taylor

614-644-3199

Duty Officer

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

Division of Environmental Response, Investigation and Enforcement

24 Hour Hotline 800-282-9378

From: spills@epa.ohio.gov <spills@epa.ohio.gov>
Sent: Friday, October 21, 2016 08:48

To: EPA ERFAX ER

Subject: Spill 2060-0

Spill #2060-0

Resp Party B A PPLE FARM
Product MANURE

Amount UNK

County WOOD

City/Twp [ crmpion Cpahu
Location Exemptonef ]

2


mailto:spills@epa.ohio.gov

District
Reported By
Title

Telephone
Affiliation
Reported Date
Discovered Date
Occured
Complaint

Did Spiller Report
Waterway
Media 1

Media 2

Media 3

Cause

Reason

Other Agency
Notified

Received By

Remarks

NW
ANONYMOUS

CIT

21-0OCT-16 08:43

19-OCT-16 12:00

Y

N

N/A

LAND OR LAND SURFACE IMPACT
N/A

N/A

N/A
N/A

N/A

TAYLOR, TODD

ANONYMOUS COMPLAINT OF FARMER APPLYING MANURE TO FIELD ON
WEDNESDAY AND ON THURSDAY THE FIELD RECEIVED ABOUT AN INCH O.
RAIN. ANONYMOUS IS CONCERNED ABOUT RUNOFF ISSUES.



Wilson, Rick

M R
From: Exemption 6 gExemptone — |
Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2016 10:48 AM
To: Wilson, Rick

Rick

I'm heading your way tomorrow with my records, what would be a good time. I think its a bout a 2 hour drive, I can
leave no sooner than 10 am.




-

-

Wilson, Rick

From: Wilson, Rick '

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2016 11:20 AM

To:

Subject: RE: August 31, 2016 Inspection Follow-up

it is very important that you develop and follow an up-to-date MMP according to the terms and conditions of the NPDES permit

as soon as possible. As mentioned below this includes but is not limited to: current herd size, facility conditions, and available
systems and land for manure application.

Per Item II{)} of your NPDES permit

J. Manure Managemoent Plans

With the exception of Inscet and Rodent Control Plans, the Manure Management Plan
(MMP) included within the Permit-1o- Operate issued byt the Ohio Departiment of
Agriculture on July 19, 2007, revicwed, and approved by the Director through issuance of
this NPDES permit is incorporated as a condition of this NPDES permit.

I. SIGNATURE AND PLAN REVIEW

a. The plan shall be retained onsile al the CAFQ.

b. The Dircctor may notify the permittee at any time that the plan does not meet onc or
more of the minimum requirements of this permit. ' Within 30 days of such notification
from.the Director, the permittee shall make the required changes to the plan and shall
submit to the Director a revised plan demonstrating that the requested changes have bocn
made.

2. KEEPING PLANS CURRENT

The permittee shall amend the plan prior to a change in design. construction, operalion, or
nuaintenanoe; which has an effect on the potential for the discharge of pollutants to the
surface waters of the State or if the MMP proves to be ineffective in efiminating or
minimizing pollutants from sources identificd under Part I, A, 3, or othenvise achicving
the gencral objectives of minimizing pollutant discharges associated with the CAFO.

When a permiltee proposes to makes changes to the MMP previousty submitied 10 and
approved by the Director, the pormittee shall provide the Dircctor with the most current
version of the MMP and idemify changes from the previous version in a cover ktter prior
to implsmentation of the changes. The results of calculations made in acoordance with
Part 11, J, 4 arc not subject to this notification requirement.




~

The Dircctor will revicw the revised MMP 1o cnsurc that it meets the requirements of this i
permit and will determine whether the changes to the MMP neccssitate revision to the
terms of the MMP incorporated into this permit. If no revision is necessary, the Director
will notify the permittee and upon such notification the permittee shall impement the
revised plan. I revision to the terms of the MMP is necessary, the Dircctor will follow the
applicabke modification process in 40 CFR Part 122.42(e)(6)(A) 1o revise the terms of the
MMP incomporated into this permit. Modified MMP submittals with substantial changes
are subject (o a 30-day pubtic nolification period on the Ohio EPA websile.

Examples of substantial changes to a MMP requiring a permit modification include, but
are.not {imited to:

a. Addition of new tand application areas not previously included in the MMP;

b, Any changes to the fickd-specific maximum annual rates for land application and to the
maximum amounts of nitrogen and phosphorus derived from all sources for each crop:

c. Addition of any crop or other uses not included in the MMP and comesponding
ficld-specific rates of application; and

d Changes to site-specific components of the MMP, where such changes are likely to
increase the risk of nitrogen and phospherus transport to waters of the State.

3. CONTENTS OF PLLAN

‘The manure management plan shall address the form, source, amount, timing, agronomic
rate, and method of application of nutrients to cach ficld to achicve compliance with this
permit, ensure appropriate agricultural utilization of the nutrients; and minimize movemcnt
of pollutants to surface waters, To the extent applicablke, the MMP shall address the
following:

a. Storage of manure, management of mortalitics, diversion of clean water, prevention of
conlact of animaks with waters of the State, and proper chemicat handling to cnsure
compliance with Part 1, A, 1, Pan 11, and Part VII of this permit.

b. Inspcclions, monitoring, and maintenanoe activities for structures and cquipment
invotved in manure handling and storage in complinnce with Part H and Pan VI,
Production Area Requirements of this permit.

c. If applicablk, a manure land application plan that will be implemented to comply with
Part VI of this permit, including: 1) a total nutrient budget: 2) manure and soil
characterizations; 3) application mcthods and timing that will minimize nutrient transpont
to waters of the State; and 4) field specific agronomic application rates,

d If applicable, a manure distribution and utilization plan including: 1) total nuirient
budget; 2) manure characterization; and 3) manure removal methods and timing that will
minimize nutricnt lransport to waters of the State.

e. Sile specific conservalion practices to be impbmented, including as appropriate buffers
orequivalent practices, to control runoff of pollutants to waters of the State.

In my last e-mail correspondence to you, | provided a MMP update packet. This packet has some essential information including
inspection and record keeping requirements, and form to aid in compliance. During the August 31 inspection, most required
records were unavailable.

Please provide the following as soon as possible:

s Assoon as possible, please forward me all records (including land application, manure storage, and facility inspections)
kept to demonstrate compliance with you NPDES permit since my inspection on August 31, 2016.

* Please provide this office with an estimate of annual volume of production area runoff that will be directed to manure
storage system (according to your most recent proposal).

e Please provide the September 15 manure storage evaluation record.

¢ Please provide this office with a schematic of the proposed production area runoff collection plan. (This needs.to be
reflected in the revisions to the MMP.)

You have an expired NPDES permit. However, the NPDES permit is active and enforceable. | have provided you with NPDES
renewal forms. | have concerns with the timing (or absence of timelines) of the items (diversion of runoff to concrete lagoon and
the MMP development) you described in your response.

Feel free to call with questions.

~rick

Rick Wilson, Environmental Specialist
Ohio EPA | Division of Surface Water
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Surface Water Improvement and Nonpoint Source-§319 program
P.O. Box 1049, Columbus, OH 43216-1049

Ph: 614-644-2032

Fax: 614-644-2745

rick.wilson@epa.ohio.gov

hio
Y Ohio Environmental
Protection Agency

Frorn: SRR - - SR

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2016 1:16 AM
To: Wilson, Rick <Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov>
Subject: RE: August 31, 2016 Inspection Follow-up

Rick

I've hired a contractor to divert any silage and or yard run off to the concrete lagoon.

And I'm working with a consultant on getting a proper nutrient management plan in place.

The contractor said the beginning of November, the nutrient management plan I’'m not sure how long it will take, but | was
hoping by mid to late November we should have one.

I'm looking at the non-renewal of the permit.

So after | get these two things done we can pass a re-inspection.

From: Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov [mailto:Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov]

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2016 8:21 AM
To: *

Cc: Daniel.Bruner@agri.ohio.gov
Subject: August 31, 2016 Inspection Follow-up

Following up:

As described during the August 31, 2016 inspection, | am providing you with the NPDES MMP Update Packet that
provides references and forms that can help you to meet the terms and conditions of your expired (yet still
enforceable) NPDES permit.

I am also attaching a pdf of the correct NPDES permit (The one | shared with you was downloaded from the wrong
location...and likewise did not have the correct name on the cover.). This permit transfer was processed on
September 9, 2014 with effective date of the August 26, 2014 (the date the transfer paperwork was signed between

You and SR

As metioned during the inspection, it was apparent that contaminated production area runoff (from feed storage
area) is not contained. Past issues with un-contained production area runoff and discharges of manure to waters of
the state are part of the reason this facility is currently regulated as a Medium CAFO by Ohio EPA.

Because your permit is expired, it is important you resolve of renewal (or non-renewal) procedures.


mailto:rick.wilson@epa.ohio.gov
mailto:Wilson@epa.ohio.gov
mailto:DanieI.Bruner@agrLohio.gov
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J At this link{,: you can download and complete the necessary renewal NPDES Applications which will allow for
renewal of the [jjjiijLand Company LLC permit.

http://epa.ohio.gov/dsw/cafo/index.aspx#126567136-how-to-apply-for-a-cafo-permit

To renew the NPDES permit the following must be provided to this office:

-Form 1

-Form 2B

-Antidegradation Addendum

-Updated Manure Management Plan (per current herd size, facility conditions, and available systems and land for
manure application).

Administrative processing Fee of $200 Check payable to "Treasurer, State of Ohio"

If Medium CAFOs can demonstrate that they no longer have discharges to waters of the state from their production
area; and the facility has an up-to-date manure management plan (and is following it), then a reevaluation can be
done with respect to Ohio EPA permitting authority for NPDES CAFO permit. This reevaluation would allow this office
to determine if a NPDES permit is still required, or if the permit can be taken off-the-books through the No-Permit-
Required (NPR) process.

Please do not hesitate to call with question comments or concerns
~rick

Rick Wilson, Environmental Specialist

Ohio EPA-Division of Surface Water

614-644-2032



Wilson, Rick

From: _ Wilson, Rick

Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2016 11:15 AM
To: SR SE--
Subject: FW:

Please be sure to bring (or e-mail scans) manure application records (including forecast) from sand-manure application done
October 18 and/or 19'". You may be aware that there was a complaint in that regard and it was investigated by Wood County
SWCD.

~rick

From: SN o

Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2016 10:48 AM
To: Wilson, Rick <Rick.Wilson@epa.ohio.gov>
Subject: -

Rick

I'm heading your way tomorrow with my records, what would be a good time. I think its a bout a 2 hour drive, I can
leave no sooner than 10 am.



Stormwater Runoff Annual Generation Worksheet
oy
. REQUIRED STORAGE VOLUME

1. Normal Precipitation

a. Average annual precipitation settling basin (not applicable existing structure)

See table below and pond cross section

Month Precipitation (in) Evaporation (in) 30 yr avg net (in)
January 2.20 0.60 1.60
February 1.80 0.80 1.00
March 270 1.50 1.20
April 3.40 2.60 0.80
May 3.60 4.10 -0.50
June 3.60 4.70 -1.10
July 3.50 4.80 -1.30
August 2.70 4.10 -1.40
September 2.60 2.90 -0.30
October 2.40 2.10 0.30
November 2.50 1.10 1.40
December 2.00 0.60 1.40
Totals 33.00 29.90 3.10
Pond area = 0.00 acres
Total Area = 0.00
Net collected SUBTOTAL = () ft' SUBTOTAL  (gals) 0
2. Silage Pad/Collection Areas Runoff
a. Normal runoff from collected areas
Total average precipitation = 33.00 inches
Runoff areas - 59% Unsurfaced, 41% Concrete = 1.79 acres (Areas 1 thru 4)
Runoff factor at 31% of precipitation = 10.23 inches (Weighted factor from Fig. 10C-1 & Fig. 10C-2)
Total runoff SUBTOTAL = 66,471 ft* SUBTOTAL (gals) 497,207
c. Leachate seepage
Seepage = 1.0 cubic feet per ton of stored silage
Silage storage per acre = 21500 tons per silage acre
Silage storage area = 0.32 acres (Area 1 & 2)
Silage Leachate Seepage Volume SUBTOTAL = 6,880 ft* SUBTOTAL (gals) 51,462
I ANNUAL STORMWATER RUNOFF GENERATION VOLUME (gals) 548,669

NORTH POINT
{ENGINEERING.

OCTOBER, 2016
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Application No. OH0135925

Modification Issue Date: May 6, 2011
Modification Effective Date: July 1, 2011 |
Modification Expiration Date: February 28, 2015

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
Authorization to Discharge Under the
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

In compliance with the provisions of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as
amended (33 U.S.C. 1251 et. seq., hereinafter referred to as the "Act"), and the Ohio
Water Pollution Control Act (Ohio Revised Code Section 6111),

-Land Company LLC

is authorized by the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, hereinafter referred to as
"Ohio EPA," to discharge water treatment back flush water and storm water associated
with industrial activity from the Land Company concentrated animal feeding
operation located at , Weston, Ohio, Wood County and
discharging to an unnamed tributary of West Branch of Tontogany Creek in accordance
with the conditions specified in Parts I, II, III, and VII of this permit.

In accordance with the antidegradation rule, OAC 3745-1-05, I have determined that a
lowering of water quality in the unnamed tributary of West Branch of Tontogany Creek
for the discharge of water treatment back flush water is necessary. Provision (D)(1)(i)
was applied to this application. This provision excludes the need for the submittal and
subsequent review of technical alternatives and social and economic issues related to the
degradation. Other rule provisions, however, including public participation and
appropriate intergovernmental coordination were required and considered prior to
reaching this decision.

This permit is conditioned upon payment of applicable fees as required by Section
3745.11 of the Ohio Revised Code.

This permit and the authorization to discharge shall expire